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Federal Election Commission 
Office of Complaints Examination and Legal Administration 
Attn: Frankie Hampton, Paralegal 
999 E Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20436 

Dear Ms. Hampton: 

On July 7, 2014, DeFazio for Congress received from the Federal Election 
Commission (FECI a letter conveying a complaint filed with FEC by Art Robinson, 
who is Peter DeFazio's major party opponent in the 2014 general election (and was 
such also in the 2010 and 2012 general elections). The attached Response of 
Defazio for Congress to Complaint of Art Robinson answers the allegations. 

The allegations about the billboard disclaimers appear to be the only 
allegations of violation of federal elections law and/or FEC rules jn the Complaint. 
The facts about the billboard disclaimers were addressed in a sworn declaration of 
Peter DeFazio, dated November 5, 2012, and filed in Robinson v. Defazio, 
Josephine County [Oregon] Circuit Court Case No. 12CV1144. The declaration is 
an attachment to the Response filed today. Peter DeFazio prevailed in that case, 
as Art Robinson's complaint there was dismissed. 

The Complaint also contains numerous other allegations by Art Robinson 
against Peter DeFazio and DeFazio for Congress, none of which constitute a 
violation of federal election laws or FEC rules. Most of those allegations have been 
refuted in the sworn declaration of Peter DeFazio referenced above, but some of 
them are new and are addressed in the Response. 

Also enclosed is a signed Statement of Designation of Counsel for DeFazio for 
Congress, designating undersigned counsel, Daniel Meek, as its counsel in this 
matter. 

Sincerj^y 



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

999 E Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20463 

STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL ^ 
Please use o/7eform for each Resnondent/Ehtitv/Treasurerrr 

MUR# 

NAME OF COUNSEL; 

o 
m 

FIRM: 

r- 0=0:33 

com -' 
3a» com;. • 

" • 
o 

ADDRESS: IQl-WCp. . 

-or 
ro 

^cy^Vo^ 

TELEPHONE- OFFICE 

FAX(i^)_3L^:JMk. 
^cxj/>(^m.€eJF .v>cA' 

The above-named individual and/or firm is hereby designated as my counsel and Is 
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission and 
to act on my behalf before the ComnKfsion. 

Date dent/; "ature Title(Treasuref/Carididatc/Ownqr) 
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confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S..C. § 4370(aj(12j(A) iipply. Tliis section prohibits making public any investigation 
conducted by the Federal Election Gommisslon without the express written consent of the person under 
inve&tigation 
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RESPONSE OF DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS 
TO COMPLAINT OF ART ROBINSON 

MUR 6846 

July 18, 2014 

On July 7, 2014, DeFazio for Congress received from the Federal Election 
Commission (FEC) a letter conveying a complaint filed with FEC by Art Robinson, 
who is Peter DeFazio's major party opponent in the 2014 general election (and was 
such also in the 2010 and 2012. general elections), and his son, Noah.' 

The cover declaration of Noah Robinson contains no allegations of any fact that 
would constitute a violation of federal elections laws or FEC rules. It does contain a 
series of false statements alleging that Peter DeFazio "has in the past - through the 
Democrat Party - filed at least two FEC complaints with multiple claims agains [sic] 
us." In fact, Peter DeFazio has filed zero complaints against Art Robinson or his 
campaigns. A search of the FEC "Enforcement Query System" database shows a total 
of 2 complaints, both filed in 2010, against Art Robinson, "Art Robinson for 
Congress," and others. Neither of them was filed by Peter DeFazio or DeFazio for 
Congress. Noah Robinson also alleges, without evidence, that "DeFazio has caused 
false complaints to be filed against us with the Secretary of State of Oregon" but fails 
even to identify those alleged complaints. 

Noah Robinson also incorrectly describes the outcome of Robinson v. Defazio, 
Josephine County [Oregon] Circuit Court Case No. 12CV1144, a lawsuit filed by Art 
Robinson in October 2012 against Peter DeFazio (in his personal capacity), seeking an 
award of damages in excess of $2 million. The Circuit Court dismissed the case, 
because Robinson's claims about billboard disclaimers were preempted by federal law 
and because Robinson's numerous other claims could not witlistand Oregon's anti-

1. It is not entirely clear whether the complaint was filed by Art Robinson or by his 
son, Noah Robinson. The document we received, stamped MUR #6846, is a 
cover declaration by Noah Robinson accompanied by a document, dated May 30, 
2014, by Art Robinson entitled "Complaint Against Peter DeFazio for failure to 
properly identify campaign materials with required disclaimers." We refer to it as 
the "Robinson Complaint." 
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SLAPP procedure, which requires a plaintiff to show some chance of prevailing on the 
merits.^ A true copy of the Circuit Court's letter opinion is attached to this response. 

The "Complaint Against Peter DeFazio by Art Robinson" [hereinafter "Robinson 
Complaint"] also contains many false accusations against Peter DeFazio and DeFazio 
for Congress. This response addresses primarily the allegations regarding the 
disclaimers on the DeFazio for Congress billboards displayed during the 2010 and 
2012 campaigns for U.S. Representative for the Fourth District of Oregon, as only 
those allegations, if true, could theoretically constitute a violation of federal election 
laws or FEC rules. 

The Website WhoisArtRobinson.com 

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 3-4) complains that DeFazio presented a "web site 
that viewers were led to believe was Robinson's, but where Robinson was falsely 
portrayed." The Robinson Complaint contains no proof and not even any allegations 

. of any specific false or misleading statement on the website. Nor does it allege any 
resulting violation of any federal election law or FEC rule. 

The attached Declaration of Peter DeFazio in Support of Special Motions 
(November 5, 2012), filed in Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County [Oregon] Circuit 
Court Case No. 12CV1144 [hereinafter "DeFazio Declaration"], shows: 

1. The website prominently featured the name and photograph of Peter 
DeFazio and could not reasonably have led viewers to believe that the 
website belonged to Robinson. 

2. The website prominently displayed a "Paid for by Peter DeFazio for 
Congress" disclaimer. 

See DeFazio Declaration, ^ 10 & Exhibit W.^ 

2. SLAPP is an acronym for "Strategic Litigation Against Public Participation," a 
term coined in an influential law review article. Canan & Pring, Studying 
Strategic Lawsuits Against Public Participation: Mixing Quantitative and 
Qualitative Approaches, 22 LAW & Soc'v REV 385 (1988). 

3. The attached DeFazio Declaration includes its Exhibits A-X. Its Exhibit Y 
consists of 3 large media files that are described by the DeFazio Declaration, 
17, 18, 22. Those files are available upon request. 
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The Robinson Complaint then refers to alleged "polls taken by Robinson in 
2012." When these alleged polls were referenced by Robinson in Robinson v. 
DeFazio, Robinson failed to produce them. Nor, even if they existed, do they show 
any violation of any law or rule. 

The Internet Cartoon Videos 

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 3-4) claims that "DeFazio produced cartoon videos 
of the Internet with purported direct quotes from Robinson that were entirely fabricated 
by DeFazio ~ statements Robinson has never made and would never make." 

In fact, there was one cartoon video, and all of the statements in it were either 
verbatim quotations, from Robinson or very accurate paraphrases thereof. See DeFazio 
Declaration, 24-25 & Exhibit W.^ 

The Robinson Complaint contains neither proof nor even allegation of any 
specific false or misleading statement in the cartoon videos, nor any violation of 
federal election laws or FEC rules. 

Content of the Billboards 

The Robinson Complaint (p. 4) alleges that billboards displayed by DeFazio for 
Congress falsely attributed one statement to Robinson, that he said that "Energy 
company CEO's shouldn't pay taxes." The truth of that (and of all other statements 
displayed on the DeFazio for Congress billboards) is shown by the DeFazio 
Declaration, 1119 -19. The Robinson Complaint fails to prove any falsehood or to 
prove or even allege any violation of federal election laws or FEC rules. 

In Robinson's Newsletter, Access to Ener^, Vol 34, No. 4, November 2006, 
under the major headline "Energy and Freedom," Robinson wrote: 

Every tax, regulation, law or other impediment that currently inhibits 
energy-producing industry should immediately be abolished and no new 
such tax, law or regulation should be created until the total flow of useful 
energy across the borders of the United States is outward. * * * 

4.. The DeFazio Declaration, 24, states that the cartoon "Mr. Robinson's 
Neighborhood" is available at a website address. The correct website address for 
it is http://www.defazioforcongress.org/2012/08/15/video-mr-robinsons-
neighborhood. 
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Simultaneously, and for the same period of time, all local, state and federal 
taxes should be waived for all persons employed in the energy industries 
and these industries should operate with no government oversight whatever. 

DeFazio Declaration, H 11 & Exhibit B. It was entirely accurate to state that Robinson 
advocated that "Energy company CEOs shouldn't pay taxes." An energy company 
CEO is certainly a person "eniployed in the energy industries," and Robinson 
specifically wrote that "all local, state and federal taxes should be waived for all 
persons employed in the energy industries." 

As for the allegation that DeFazio intended voters to believe that the billboards 
had been erected by the Art Robinson campaign, the Robinson Complaint identifies no 
potential violation of federal law or PEC rule. Nor does it offer any evidence or even 
any rationale for DeFazio to have desired that outcome. 

Further, Robinson's theory that the DeFazio campaign wanted voters to think that 
Robinson erected those billboards ("Art Robinson is even advertising crazy ideas 
himself," Complaint, p. 9) lacks any factual or logical basis. Robinson fails to offer 
the testimony of even one person who. came to that conclusion. There is no evidence 
that any person, reasonable or not, decided to vote against him or held him in 
contempt as a doltish campaign strategist for that reason. 

There would need to be some person who approved of Robinson's views (but 
"knew" a majority of voters would find these views unpalatable) and then concluded 
the candidate was a fool for proclaiming his actual views to voters in the District by 
means of the billboards. This disgruntled supporter would have to be sophisticated 
enough to analyze voter sentiment about Robinson's views and know that most voters 
would disagree with those views, while also being gullible enough to leap to the 
conclusion that Robinson was the sponsor of the billboards just because his picture and 
name were prominent on them. 

Robinson contends that viewers of the billboards would conclude that Robinson 
himself (1) placed the billboards and (2) thereby committed a strategic error in his 
campaign (by presenting his actual, unpopular, views to the voters). Is there really 
someone who entertained the following train of thought? 

1. I respected Art Robinson for his actual views and thought him a 
gifted campaign strategist; 

2. I saw billboards with Robinson's actual views (such as "Public 
schools should be abolished"); 
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3.. I realized the billboards stated views that most voters in the 
District would find unappealing; 

4; I concluded the billboards thus harmed the candidacy of Art 
Robinson; 

5; I concluded that the billboards were erected by Art Robinson, 
only because 1 saw only one of the three billboards that 
temporarily did not have the "Paid for by Peter DeFazio for 
Congress" disclaimer and did not see one of the similar or 
identical billboards with the disclaimer; and 

g 6. I was so struck by the notion that Art Robinson committed a 
4 strategic error by erecting billboards stating his own unpopular 
4 views on issues that I concluded that Art Robinson, is a 
4 "pathological nut job." 

0 
g Where is this person who could hold all of the above beliefs? Maintaining the 
% above beliefs would require the person to be simultaneously a political sophisticate and 
1 a political novice. Beliefs #3 and #4. above require a political sophisticate, one who 

has analyzed the views of most, voters in the District. But Belief #5 requires a. political 
novice, who believes that Art Robinson erected the billboards damaging to his own 
candidacy. The belief after #5 depends upon. #5. 

How could a person sophisticated enough to draw conclusions #3 and #4 then 
suddenly become so naive as to draw conclusion #5? Robinson has not produced the 
declaration of even one person who claims to have (1) agreed With Art Robinson on 
the issues, (2) thought that the billboards were placed by Robinson, and (3) therefore 
voted against Robinson or held him in low esteem for making a blunder in political 
strategy. 

The Billboard Disclaimers 

The Robinson Complaint (p. 5) claims that "DeFazio put up billboards with 
deliberately unreadable disclaimers." The Robinson Complaint then, refers to alleged 
photographs of the billboards. The photographs are of poor quality and do not even 
legibly show the large primary text of some of the billboards. On each of the first four 
photos, the disclaimer "PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS" appears 
in the lower left corner. 
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The artwork for those billboards is included as Exhibits A, D, E, F, and G to the 
DePazio Declaration. The disclaimers fully complied with all laws and rules pertaining 
to color, size, and readability. The applicable rule states: 

11 CFR § 110.11 - Communications; advertising; disclaimers (2 § USC 441d). 

(c) Disclaimer Specifications-

(1) Specifications for all disclaimers. A disclaimer required by paragraph (a) 
of this section must be presented in a clear and conspicuous manner, to give 
the reader, observer, or listener adequate notice of the identity of the person 

I or political committee that paid for and, where required, that authorized the 
P communication. A disclaimer is not clear and conspicuous if it is difficult to 
4 read or hear, or if the placement is easily overlooked. 
4 
f (2) Specific requirements for printed communications. In addition to the 

general requirement of paragraphs (b) and (c)(1) of this section, a disclaimer 
required by paragraph (a) of this section that appears on any printed public 
communication must comply with all of the following: 

(i) The disclaimer must be of sufficierit type size to be clearly readable 
by the recipient of the communication. A disclaimer in twelve 
(12)-point type size satisfies the size requirement of this paragraph 
(c)(2)(i) when it is used for signs, posters, flyers, newspapers, 
magazines, or other printed material that measure no more than 
twenty-four (24) inches by thirty-six (36) inches. 

(ii) The disclaimer must be contained in a printed box set apart from 
the other contents of the communication. 

(iii) The disclaimer must be printed with a reasonable degree of color 
contrast between the background and the printed statement. A 
disclaimer satisfies the color contrast requirement of this paragraph 
(c)(2)(iii) if it is printed in black text on a white background or if the 
degree of color contrast between the background and the text of the 
disclaimer is nO less than the color contrast between the background 
and the largest text used in the communication.The Commission may 
take notice of the facts that in typography, type size is measured in 
"points," which are the unit of measurement for the height the 
characters (from top of the highest ascending stroke to the bottom of 
the descending stroke). In the United States, a point is 1/72 of an inch. 
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(Traditionally, the point size does not include what is termed "leading," 
which is the space between lines.) 

A. Black on White Printing Satisfied the Contrast Requirement. 

The black on white printing of the disclaimers on the DeFazio billboards 
"satisfies the color contrast requirement of this paragraph (c)(2)(iii) if it is printed in 
black text on a white background." 11 CFR 110.11(c)(2)(iii). 

B. The Type Size was Far Larger than Readable. 

The Commission may take notice of the facts that in typography, type size is 
measured in "points," which are the unit of measurement related to the height the 
characters (from top of the highest ascending stroke of capital letters to the bottom of 
the descending stroke), in the United States, a point is 1/72 of an inch, so 12-point 
type would be 1/6 of an inch high. Thus, the rule deems readable a disclaimer with 
letters 1/6 of an inch high on a poster of up to 24 inches by 36 inches in size. 
Assuming that the vertical dimension is the smaller, 24-inch size, that means that the 
disclaimer itself must occupy 1/144 of the. poster's vertical size (0.7%). 

Measurement of Exhibits A, D, E, F, and G accompanying tlie DeFazio 
Declaration indicate that the disclaimers occupy about 6% of the vertical space of the 
billboards, which is more than 8-fold larger than the equivalent of l2-point type. 

It is apparent that the DeFazio billboard disclaimers use much more than 1/144 of 
the vertical dimension of the billboards. The billboards in question varied somewhat in 
size. The Sutherlin and Albany billboards were 49' x 13'. The Roseburg billboard 
was 49' X 15'. The Coos Bay billboard was 31' x 11'. Assuming the largest size, the 
disclaimer type would need to be 1/144 of 13' (or 156 inches), which is equal to 1.083 
inch. The height of the disclaimers on the DeFazio billboards was at least 10 inches, 
more than 9 times larger. 

C. The Temporary Absence of Disclaimers on 3 Billboards was Quickly 
Remedied. 

As for the temporary absence of the disclaimer on 3 billboards, the DeFazio 
Declaration documented that its absence on the Sutherlin billboard was caused by CBS 
Outdoor Media, which erred in failing to include the disclaimer. When DeFazio for 
Congress learned of the omission on October 21, 2012, CBS Outdoor acknowledged its 
error and irnmediately pririted the disclaimer statement and affixed it to the billboard. 
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The disclaimer was also immediately added to the 2 electronic billboards near 
Corvallis on October 22, 2012, where its absence had been caused by a campaign 
design vendor, Bell and Funk. See DePazio Declaration Ifll 26-28 & Exhibits F, G, N, 
and O. 

Thus, any violation of disclaimer requirements was inadvertent and, when 
discovered, was promptly remedied. 

The 2012 Congressional Voter Guide distributed by DeFazio for Congress 

1 The Robinson Complaint (pp. 9-10) complains that "2012 Congressional Voter 
L Guide" distributed by DeFazio for Congress DeFazio was "designed to look like it was 
4 an independent (almost government official) voter's guide" and that it contained 

"deliberate misrepresentations of Art Robinson's positions." 

The Robinson Complaint here alleges no violation of federal election laws or 
FEC rules and even admits that the Voter Guide does not violate FEC rules. The 
Robinson Complaint does not even identify, much less prove, any deliberate or non­
deliberate misrepresentation of any position of Art Robinson. The Robinson Complaint 
again refers to the alleged poll that Robinson never produced in Robinson v. DeFazio. 
It then complains that the photo of Art Robinson in the Voter Guide was unflattering, 
citing no law or rule that requires a campaign to publish only flattering photos of an 
opposing candidate. 

Alleged Use of DeFazio Campaign Organization for Personal Purposes and 
Contributions to DeFazio's Campaign through his Lawyers 

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 12-14) also incorrectly describes tlie outcome of 
Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County [Oregon] Circuit Court Case No. 12CV1144, 
the lawsuit filed by Art Robinson in October 2012 against Peter DeFazio (in his 
personal capacity), seeking an award of damages in excess of $2 million. As noted 
above, the Circuit Court dismissed the case, because Robinson's claims about billboard 
disclaimers were preempted by federal law and because Robinson's numerous other 
claims could not withstand Oregon's anti-SLAPP procedure, which requires a plaintiff 
to show some chance of prevailing on the merits. The Circuit Court did not 
"recommend[] an FEC complaint be filed," as Robinson claims. 

The Robinson Complaint furnishes the Attorney Retainer Agreement between 
Peter DeFazio and attorneys Daniel Meek and Linda Williams and makes the 
absolutely false statement that it was "a contract between 'Peter DeFazio for Congress' 
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and these attorneys.. The Attorney Retainer Agreement clearly specifies that the parties 
are the Client "Peter DeFazio" and the Attorneys (Daniel Meek and Linda Williams). 
Robinson's assertion regarding representation of the DeFazio for Congress committee 
is utterly false. It also has no consequence in this matter. 

Robinson then alleges that, solely because that agreement specified the address of 
the DeFazio for Congress campaign as the address for the parties to use for contact 
among themselves, attorneys Meek and Williams must have been contracting to 
represent DeFazio for Congress instead of Peter DeFazio, the individual. Whatever 
contact information a person chooses for delivery of mail has no relationship to who is 
bound by one's own signature on a contract. DeFazio for Congress was not a named 
party in Robinson's lawsuit. The claim that Peter DeFazio signed the Retainer on 
behalf of an entity which did not need representation and was not a party to the 
Retainer (or the lawsuit to which it refers) is ridiculous on its face. As the Robinson 
Complaint itself notes, the lawsuit was filed against Peter DeFazio, the individual. 

The Robinson Complaint (p. 13) then claims that "these attorneys demanded that 
'DeFazio for Congress' be added to the lawsuit as a defendant." This false statement 
reflects a lack of comprehension of the judicial process. Among the defenses 
presented by the attorneys to Robinson's lawsuit against Peter DeFazio, the individual, 
was that Robinson had sued the wrong person. Specifically: 

Plaintiff [Robinson] has not alleged, nor can he offer substantial 
evidence under these pleadings, that Peter Defazio has injured him. All of 
the complained-of acts were conduct undertaken by the Defazio for 
Congress Committee. In Oregon a plaintiff must plead facts to support a 
claim. ORCP 18. There are no facts alleging any actions by the individual, 
Peter DeFazio, giving rise to tort liability. See, for example. Fearing v. 
Backer, 328 Or 367, 373 (1999), setting out theory of liability based on 
respondeat superior. Thus, Plaintiff cannot show a probability of 
succeeding on any claim against this Defendant, so the Special Motion 
against all claims should be granted on that basis. Vogel v. Felice, supra, 
127 CaiApp4th 1006 at 1019. 

Memorandum in Support of Defendant DeFazio's Special Motions to Dismiss 
(November 7, 2012), Josephine County Circuit Court No. 12CVU44. By showing that 
Robinson had sued the wrong person, Peter DeFazio did not demand that any person or 
entity be added as a defendant in Robinson's lawsuit. Nor did his attorneys. Nor were 
they "asserting a claim against 'DeFazio for Congress,' as the Robinson Complaint (p. 
14) asserts. 
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Robinson then filed an Amended Complaint on November 29, 2012, that included 
DeFazio for Congress as a defendant. But he never served that complaint upon 
DePazio for Congress, and the Circuit Court in Robinson v. DeFazio dismissed it. So 
DeFazio for Congress was never a party in Robinson v. DeFazio} 

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 13-14) then offers an incomprehensible theory that 
somehow Peter DeFazio hired attorneys Meek and Williams to work against DeFazio 
for Congress. That theory is baseless, as DeFazio for Congress had no liability in 
Robinson v. DeFazio and, as shown above, was never even a party in the case. And 
the case was litigated as if Peter DeFazio himself had full responsibility for all Of the 
transgressions alleged by Robinson. The Circuit Court simply rejected all of 

1 Robinson's claims, and Robinson did not appeal the decision on the merits. He did 
g later file a cross-appeal to the award of attorney fees against him, and that cross-appeal 
4 remands pending at the Oregon Court of Appeals. 
4 
4 The Robinson Complaint also tries to find some offense in the fact that Daniel 
^ Meek and Linda Williams are active in the Independent Party of Oregon. Whatever 

. 3 that offense may be is a mystery. 

B The Robinson Complaint (p. 13) then offers further incomprehensible alleged 
facts, contending that some "line in the contract had been left blank." We do not know 
what contract Robinson is referring to; perhaps he means the Attorney Retainer 
Agreement, but we see no blank lines there. 

As the Robinson Complaint also notes, the attorneys agreed to accept 
compensation in the form of awards of attorney fees by the courts, upon providing to 
the client a successful defense. Attorneys agreed to receive compensation under the 
double contingencies of ultimate success and acceptance of court-awarded attorney 
fees. The Attorney Retainer Agreement is a contingency fee agreement. It is neither a 
pro bono agreement nor some kind of voluntary undertaking by partisan zealots. It is 
a form of retainer routinely used by Williams. See the attached Second Declaration of 
Linda K. Williams in Support of Statement of. Attorney Fees and Costs (July 10, 

5. On December 27, 2012, the Circuit Court issued a Notice/Judgment of Dismissal 
(Lack of Prosecution), requiring Robinson to show cause why the case should not 
be dismissed as to all defendants (other than Peter DeFazio) for lack of proof of 
service of the complaint. Art Robinson on March 25, 2013, filed Plaintiff's .Ex 
Parte Motion for Entry of Limited Judgment, in which he asked the Circuit Court 
to dismiss all of his claims against DeFazio for Congress and admitting, "DeFazio 
for Congress Committee and John Does 1 and 3 have not been served with 
summons or complaint." 
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2013), H 7 & Exhibit FF. The Circuit Court in this case did award attorney fees to the 
attorneys, to be paid by Robinson. 

Ultimately, it appears that Robinson's contention (p. 14) is that the attorneys 
somehow made unlawful excess campaign contributions to DeFazio for Congress 
merely by undertaking actions to attack DeFazio for Congress on behalf of Peter 
DeFazio. This literally makes no sense. And representing an individual confronted 
with a lawsuit demanding from him $2 million, on the same basis that the attorneys 
represent any other individuals in similar circumstances, does not constitute a 
contribution to a federal candidate. Nor would money or effort devoted to attacking a 
candidate's campaign committee qualify as a contribution to that same candidate. 

I 4 Alleged False Statements under Penalty of Perjury 
4 

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 14-15) complains that Peter DeFazio's counsel in 
Robinson v. DeFazio filed voluminous papers with the Circuit Court. Such filings 
were in response to a series of improper affidavits and declarations filed by Art 
Robinson jn that case.. 

Robinson's divergence into discussion of the Independent Party of Oregon, alleges 
no offense by Peter DeFazio or by DeFazio for Congress or by anyone else. The false 
nature of many of his allegations is established in the attached Second Declaration of 
Linda K. Williams in Support of Statement of Attorney Fees and Costs (July 10, 
2013), ^n| 9-19 & Exhibit JJ. 

Robinson (p. 15) then claims that Peter DeFazio committed perjury in stating that 
he hired attorneys Meek and Williams after having been served with the complaint in 
Robinson v. DeFazio^ FEC has no jurisdiction over such a claim. And, as pointed 
out in documents filed in Robinson v. DeFazio, Peter DeFazio retained counsel late on 
the day he learned of the Robinson lawsuit against him by means of receiving a press 
release from the Robinson campaign which attached that lawsuit's Complaint. 

Robinson (p. 15) then claims that "billing records of Linda Williams show her 
working on this case for DeFazio before he was served." Peter DeFazio learned of the 
lawsuit (and downloaded a copy of the complaint), and hired counsel to represent him, 
days before Robinson bothered to serve the complaint upon DeFazio. Robinson 
identifies no offense. 

6. The Robinson Complaint states that the false statement was contained in an 
"attached DeFazio affidavit," but the documents forwarded to DeFazio for 
Congress by FEC included no such affidavit. 
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Alleged Related Information 

The Robinson Complaint (pp. 15-16) offers a final hodge-podge of dissatisfaction. 
He repeats his earlier false statement that."DeFazio has instigated at least 2 FEC 
complaints against Robinson." Even if DeFazio did so, that does not violate federal 
election laws or FEC rules. Robinson repeats his earlier false statement that "DeFazio 
has also been behind other harassment complaints filed in Oregon." Again, no 
violation of any law or rule is identified. 

Robinson then elaborates upon the compiaints that DeFazio did not file. 

ATTACHMENTS 

T.. Letter Opinion (April 25, 2013), Robinson, v. DeFazio et al, Josephine County 
Circuit Court No. 12CV1144. 

2. Declaration of Peter DeFazio in Support of Special Motions (November 5, 2012), 
Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County Circuit Court No. 12CV] 144. 

3.. Second Declaration of Linda K. Williams in Support of Statement of Attorney 
Fees and Costs (July 10, 2013), Robinson v. Defazio, Josephine County Circuit 
Court No. 12CV1144. 

Dated: July 18,2014 Respectfully Submitted, 

DANTEL W. MT 
OSB No. 79124 
10949 S.W. 4th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97219 
503-293-9021 voice 
866-926-9646 fax 
dan(^meek.net 

Attorney for 
DeFazio for Congress 
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MICHAEL NEWMAN, Circuit Judge . THOMAS M. HULL, Circuit Judge 

RECEIVED 
OREGON JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT 

April 25 2013 Josephine County Court APR 2 5 20)3 
Davis, Adams, Freudeabng, 

Day&Oalli 

Mr. Zachary Hostetter Ms. Linda Williams 
Attorney at Law Attorney at Law 
203 E. Main Street 10266 S.W. Lancaster Road 
PO Box 400 Portland, OR 9719 
Enterprise, OR 97828-0400 

Mr. Daniel Meek Mr. Richard Adams 
Attorney at Law Attorney at Law 
10949 S.W. 4^*' Avenue 600 N.W. s"' Street 
Portland, OR 97219 Grants Pass, OR 97526 

RE: Robinson vs. DeFazio et al.; Josephine County Case No. 12CV1144 

Dear Counsel: 

Plaintiff Robinson, and defendant DeFazio were both candidates for Congress in the November 
2012 general election. Leading up to the voting, Mr. Robinson perceived that Mr. DeFazio was 
engaging in misleading and deceptive advertising, which gave him little time to react. As he 
alleges in paragraph 21 of his complaint*: "On information and belief, defendant's posting and 
publication of the billboards was timed by defendant close to the election in order to ensure 
that plaintiff would not have sufficient time to file and adjudicate the matter with the Federal 
Election Commission before voting in the district was commenced." 

Mr. Robinson filed his initial complaint in the Josephine County Circuit Court on October 22, 
2012. Mr. DeFazio was served on October 24, 2012. Mr. Robinson sought to enjoin the 
allegedly deceptive advertisements, but that was not possible to address prior to the election 
on November 6, 2012. Hence, the balance of Mr. Robinson's Complaint remains, at issue, which 
seeks money damages for the common law torts of appropriation and false light. 

The parties have referred a great deal of case law to the Court on the threshold Issue of pre­
emption. From reading these cases, the Court finds that it is easier to address the issue of pre­
emption, by clearly defining when pre-emption does not apply. Two of those situations are as 
follows: 

* Plaintiff moved to dismiss all defendants but Mr. DeFazio from this case, which was granted on April 5,2013. Therefore all 
references to "the Complaint" are to the original Complaint. Attachment 1 
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I. Claims Not Directly Related to Electioneering 

As pointed out by the defendant, If an appellate court determines that the real basis for 
plaintiffs complaint is something other than electioneering, even if that Is involved, pre­
emption will often not be found to apply. For example in Stern vs. General Electric Company. 
924 F2 472, plaintiff-Stern was a shareholder of General Electric and sued the defendants, the 
board of directors of GE, because they had established the: "non-partisan political support 
committee for General Electric employees," and had Injected a great deal of corporate funds 
into this committee. Stern was not overly concerned about the political activity, and whether 
or not it was legal or illegal; but was very concerned about the board of directors wasting the 

]_ corporation's money with such activity. 

Q In Reeder vs. Kansas Citv Board of Police Commissioners. 733 F2 543, Sgt. Reeder of the Kansas 
^ City Police Department, donated $500 to a candidate for congress; and the board fired him 
4 because such a donation violated their ordinance against police officers making political 
1 contributions. There was no pre-emption because the Court of Appeals saw the main thrust of 
0 the lawsuit as the board's right to regulate the conduct of the officers, rather than as regulation 
^ of elections. 

8 
The theme in Karl Rove vs. Thornbureh et al. 39F3 at 1273 was: '7ou have to spend money to 
make money." Karl Rove's company raised $450,000 to elect Richard Thornburgh to the US 
Senate. Mr. Thornburgh and his committee were happy to accept this amount, but were 
unable to pay Mr. Rove his fee of $169,732.48. Thornburg argued at page 1280: "...that by 
enacting FECA, congress has pre-empted the field, thereby barring the application of state law 
to all situations involving the liability of candidates for federal office for the debts of their 
principle campaign committee." The Court disagreed finding this case to be more about bill 
collecting than politics. 

In Janvevvs. Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee. 699 F3d 848, Allen Stanford had 
magnanimously donated substantial sums to various political candidates and committees of 
both parties. It was later discovered that he generated those funds through a Ponzi scheme. 
His receiver sought to recover some of the sums by suing under the Texas Uniform Fraudulent 
Transfer Act. In rare bipartisan agreement, both Democratic and Republican political 
committees joined together to resist that effort. Among other things, they argued that the 
receiver's actions were pre-empted by the federal election law. The Court disagreed, again 
finding that the case was more about money than politics. 

In the case, this Court can find no ancillary aspects to this case. It is not about collecting 
money, regulating employee conduct, or corporate expenditures. It is simply an action by one 
candidate against another for what that candidate believes to be unfair campaign advertising, 
it arises out of the election of November 2012, it is close in time to that election, and directed 
solely at one candidate's conduct towards another at a crucial time before the election. 

Attachment 1 
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II. When the Complained of Activitv is Eiectloh AGtlvitv: but Not:Specifieall.v Addressed 
by Federal Election Law 

Even If the basis for the complaint Is pure electioneering, pre-emption will not necessarily occur 
unless there is Federal election law which addresses the alleged wrong. It is weli settied that: 
"State law is nullified to the extent it actually conflicts with federal law." Fidelity Federal 
Savings and Loan Association vs. DeLaCuesta 458 US141. Defendant asserts that such is the 
case in this instance, and has proffered various federal election laws which he contends address 
each and every one of plaintiffs allegations. 

To some extent, plaintiff acknowledges pre-emption in section 19 of his ovyn complaint, to wit: 
"All of the billboards and publications described and shown in paragraphs 8 and 12 through 18 
above violate 2U.S.C. 441d and IICFR 110.11. Three of the billboards failed to display any 
disclaimer required by Federal law, and four of the billboards include a disclaimer that is 
printed in a size and style that is unreadable by passing motorists." The Court agrees that 
IICFR 110.11 directly addresses the issues of the disclaimers on the billboards. 

A second portion of plaintiff's complaint alleges a different aspect of the billboards erected by 
defendant prior to the election. Besides the absence, or smallness of the disclaimer on the 
billboards, plaintiff first alleges that his likeness on the billboards was appropriated by 
defendant; and the billboards were designed by defendant to make it appear to passing 
motorists that Mr. Robinson was espousing highly controversial or unpopular stances - a false 
light. 

In section 11 of his declaration plaintiff says; "The billboards rented and published by them 
included a likeness of me with an objective to deceive voters into believing that I was the 
person renting and promoting the billboards..." In plaintiff's Response to defendant DeFazlo's 
special motions to dismiss, page 9 at line 15 he writes: "Defendant's 2010 campaign 
implemented a very sirniiar strategy to the strategy In 2012; that Is to trick voters into believing 
that Art Robinson was paying for campaign advertising espousing positions written, and 
designed and published by defendant." In section 5 of his complaint plaintiff alleges: "In 
furtherance of that campaign strategy, defendant has developed and implemented a plan and 
scheme to falsely depict plaintiff as a candidate who has paid for billboards and other 
publications..." 

IICFR §110.16 prohibits the following: 

"(a) In general. No person who is a candidate for Federal office or an employee or agent 
of such a candidate shall-

(1) Fraudulently misrepresent the person or any committee or organization 
under the person's control as speaking or writing or otherwise acting for of 
on behalf of any other candidate or political party or employee or agent 
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thereof in a matter which is damaging to such other candidate or political 
party or employee or agent thereof; or 

(2) Willfully and knowingly participate in or conspire to participate in any plan, 
scheme, or design to violate paragraphs (a)(1) of this section." 

Therefore, the Court believes that all allegations concerning the billbo,ards are covered by this 
prohibition and therefore all the allegations in plaintiffs complaint, but for sections 10 and 11 
are pre-empted by federal law. Plaintiffs complaint is dismissed with respect to those 
allegations. 

III. Application of ORS 31.150 et sea. 

Neither the allegations in sections 10 or 11 of plaintiff's complaint appear to be addressed by 
any Federal election law advanced by defendant. 

Section 10 of plaintiffs complaint deals with a DeFazio advertisement quoting the plaintiff 
Q simply saying: "i don't have definitive proof" with respect to his belief that some of his children 
4 were being discriminated against within the Oregon State University graduate program. The 
2 Court agrees with plaintiff that the plaintiff would have come across as more logical, and less 

menacing in defendant's advertisement had his entire response to the question been included 
to wit: "I don't have definitive proof. Basically I know what happened, i cannot tell you the 
motives of the people doing it." Defendant responds that with or without the additional 
language, the voters would receive the same message. 

Section 11 of plaintiffs complaint deals with the Mr. Robinson's neighborhood cartoon. Unlike 
the above described billboards, it is clear that defendant, not Mr. Robinson created this 
advertisement. The narrator makes mention of positions that Mr. Robinson has at, one time or 
another, endorsed (e.g. ending social security by attrition; and abolishing public schools), but 
then attributes an additional statement to Mr, Robi.nson, that was not actually made by him, to 
wit: "Social security was only created because people got tired of seeing senior citizens seiiing 
pencils on the corner." 

In his interview with the KVAL reporter, set forth on defendant's exhibit Y, Mr. Robinson 
discusses his position on social security. He notes that the precarious financial situation of our 
country is threatened by unchecked entitlement programs. He clearly tells the interviewer that 
existing contracts with people receiving entitlement payments, such as retirees and veterans, 
must continue so as not to violate their contract; but the programs should not continue in 
perpetuity - they should end by attrition. Understandably, Mr. DeFazio, as with many opposing 
candidates, has seized on that position and publicized it to alarm certain portions of the voting 
audience. 

Returning to the provisions of ORS 31.150 et seq., the defendant has met his burden of showing 
that the allegations in both section 10 and 11 arise out of defined political conduct set forth in 

Attachment 1 
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31.150 {2)(c)(d). The burden shifts to plaintiff to show that there is a probability of prevailing 
on these claims by presenting substantiai evidence to support a prima facie case. 

The Court believes that this pmissiori, and misstatement, would be much more offensive and 
actionable, had they not occurred within a political campaign. Both Mr. Robinson and Mr. 
DeFazio are public figures as defined in New York Times vs. Sullivan. 376 US 254. Neither the 
omission, or the misstatement, are so inconsistent with Mr. Robinson's political positions or 
beliefs that he is likely to recover ariy economic damages as he alleges in paragraph 26 and 30 
of his complaint. For those reasons, the Court does not believe that plaintiff would, probably 
prevail on either of these claims. Therefore, defendant's motion to dismiss those claims set 

1 forth in section 10 and 11 of plaintiff s complaint pursuant to ORS 31,.i50(3| is granted. Ms. 
Z Williams should draw up judgment consistent with this opinion. 

4 
4 
4 Very truly yours. 

i 
Circuit Court Judge 

PW:ah 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE STATE OF OREGON 
COUNTY OF JOSEPHINE 

ART ROBINSON, 
Plaintiff, 

V. 

PETER DEFAZIO, JOHN 
DOES, 1, 2, and 3, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 12CVil44 

DECLARATION OF PETER 
DEFAZIO IN SUPPORT OF SPECIAL 
MOTIONS 

I, PETER DEFAZIO, declare: 

1. I make these statements from my own personal knowledge and observations. 

2. I am the same Peter DePaao who is a defendant in the above-captioned suit. 

3. I am the incumbent member of Congress, 4th District of Oregon. I was first 
elected to Congress in 1986, and have served since my term commencing January 
1987. 

4. Plaintiff Art Robinson was a candidate for the House of Representatives against 
me in 2010. Plaintiff is my major party opponent and candidate for this same seat 
in the 2012 elections cycle. 

5. After being served with the summons and complaint, I noticed that the complaint 
complained of acts undertaken by DePazio for Congress, a federal election 
campaign committee. 

6. I requested that staff of DePazio for Congress review the files and records it 
maintains of public statements made by Plaintiff. As part of that review, staff 
reviewed issues of Plaintiff's for-profit Newsletter, Access to Energy, and his 
book. COMMON SENSE, listed to recordings of his public speeches or viewed 
video of such speeches, read or listened to media interviews, and reviewed other 
forms of electioneering and promotion of Plaintiff's candidacy and views, such as 
internet commentary and widely-distributed ''blast" emails from him or made on 
his behalf. 
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7. I have reviewed the documents and electronic materials compiled and directed 
that true copies be made, attached hereto as exhibits (with the exception that in 
some cases, I requested that the names of persons appearing in email chains be 
redacted to preserve the privacy of persons not staff of DeFazio for Congress). 

8. As part of the contested political campaign for the 4th Congressional District of 
Oregon seat in 2010, the DePazio for Congress Committee rented three billboards 
along Interstate 5, one each near CresweU, Sutherlin, and Roseburg, Oregon. 

9. Among those 2010 billboards was the one in Roseburg, Oregon, complained of in 
^ 8 of Plaintiff's Complaint, which displayed the words "Energy company CEO's 
shouldn't pay taxes" and words attributing the statement to Plaintiff's newsletter. 
Access to Energy. A color copy of that billboard is Ex. A to this declaration. 

10. The billboards referenced above also displayed a website address, 
"WhoIsArtRobinson.com." That website prominently displays me, identified as 
"Congressman DePazio," and further identifies that the site is paid for by DePazio 
for Congress. A print-out of the website appearance and display is attached at 
Ex. W to this declaration. 

11. In the November 2(X)6 edition of his newsletter Access to Energy, Plaintifr 
Robinson stated he believed that energy companies and their employees should be 
exempt from paying all taxes. 

Every tax, regulation, law or other impediment that currently 
inhibits any energy-producing industry should immediately be 
abolished and no new such tax, law, or regulation should be 
created until the total flow of useful energy across the borders of 
the United States is strongly outward...Simultaneously, and for 
the same period of time, aU local, state, and federal taxes should 
be waived for all persons employed in the energy industries, and 
these industries should operate with no government oversight 
whatsoever. 

A true copy of an excerpt from that issue of Access to Energy is attached hereto 
as Ex. B. 

12. The photo of Plaintiff used the billboard was taken from footage recorded at a 
public campaign event held by the Ait Robinson campaign in Philomath, Oregon, 
on August 25, 2010. The video was filmed by an employee of DePazio for 
Congress. A still from that video is attached as Ex. C. 
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13. So far in 2012 the DeFazib for Congress has rented 7 billboard signs along 
Interstate 5 and other major highways. The signs are located outside the Oregon 
cities of Albany, Coos Bay, Cohrallis, Roseburg, and Sutherlin, and to the best of 
my information and belief were placed sometime in September of this year. 

14. I include digital reproductions of the billboards as exhibits to this declaration. 

a. The Coos Bay and Roseburg billboards show the message, inter alia, 
"Public schools should be abolished." Ex. D. 

b. The Albany, Roseburg, and Sutherlin billboards include the message, "Social 
Security should be ended through attrition." Ex. E. 

c. One Corvallis billboard includes the message "End Federal Student 
Financial Aid Programs." Ex. F. 

d. Another Corvallis billboard contains the message, "OSU is a liberal socialist 
stronghold." Ex. G. 

15. The billboards includes brief attribution for the statement thereon, and all 
prominently display the website address, WhoIsAttRobinson.com. As noted, that 
website still prominently displays me correctly identified, and identifies that the 
site is paid for by DeFazio for Congress. See Ex. W. 

16. Each of the above-referenced messages about Plaintiff's positions are either (1) 
direct quotes by Plaintiff or (2) opinions about Plaintiff's specific policy positions 
based on his pubUc statements. The photo used for these billboard was a picture 
cut from video taken by DeFazio for Congress staff at the Lane County Fair in 
August 2012. 

17. As for the words, "Public schools should be abolished" [Ex. E] complained 
about in ® 13 and 16 of Plaintiff's Complaint, my review of Plaintiff's 
newsletter writings and sp^hes shows Art Robinson has stated many times 
that public schools should be abolished. 

a. In March 2009, Art Robinson gave a speech to the International Conference 
on Climate Change. During a question and answer portion, Robinson and 
another speaker were asked what we should do to fix our public schools. I 
have listened to audio of the presentation. It is copied to the CD-ROM disk 
provided as Ex. Y, hereto, filename, public_schools_abolish.wmv. Plaintiff 
stated: 
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Several years ago I had the opportunity to speak to the 
Republican legislators of Maine about the subject of global 
wanning. * • * And some guy, I don't know why, he says, 
"What do you think about the public schools?" And then I was 
dead. And my credibility was going to be gone and I looked at 
him and I said "I think the public schools should be abolished." 
And they loved it, 

b. Other examples of statements by Plaintiff that he espoused abolishing public 
education are attached as Exs. H, I and J, hereto. Each exhibit is a true 
copy of an excerpt from Plaintiff's newsletter. Access to Energy, 

18. As for the words, "Social Security should be ended through attrition" [Ex. E] 
complained of in ^ 14, 15 and 17 of Plaintiff's Complaint, that statement is 
based on a public radio interview Plaintiff had with I-Caucus (which to the best 
of my knowledge, is a non-profit voter information project). 

Consider what we would do with Social Security. The government is 
already not honoring its contract under Social Security. It's paying the 
money but it is inflating the currency and it is not properly taking the 
CPI rises so the people in Social Security are getting less and less all 
the time in terms of purchasing power so they are being defrauded. 
But if we just sudde^y cut off die federal income there is no Social 
Security fund. They spent it. So it is a Ponzi Scheme. I'd be in jail 
if I ran something like that. And you would do. But we do have a 
contract with the people who paid into Social Security and that is 
being paid not only by Social Security benefits but now the benefits 
are running a little less, it is being paid partly by the income tax. We 
should change our ways so that we don't incur any further liabilities 
under entitlements. In other words, these entitlement programs need to 
be ended. But they can't be ended by violating the contracts with the 
people who have already contracted with the government. They have 
to be ended by attrition. You have to stop taking on new people in the 
entitlements and let time pass and gradually by attrition cancel that. 

The audio of the remarks is part of an audio file on the CD-ROM which is 
Ex. Y, filename, end_social_security_by_attrition.mp3. 

19. As for the words, "End all federal student financial aid programs," [Ex. F] 
complained about in ^ 18 of Plaintiff's Complaint, this statement is based upon 
Plaintiff's responses in 2010 to the Project Vote Smart questionnaire. Ex. K, p. 8, 
hereto. To the best of my knowledge and information, "Project Vote Smart" is a 
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neutral nonprofit voter information group. Plaintiff responded to its questionnaire 
on issues. 

20. In the 2010 Project Vote Smart questionnaire, the following specific questions 
were posed to Plaintiff, and he responded "no" to each question: 

Do you support federal funding for K-12 vouchers? 
Answer: No, 

Do you support the federal government providing college students: with 
financial aid? 
Answer: No. 

Ex. K, p. 8. 

21. As for the allegation in ^ 10 of Plaintiff's Complaint that an internet 
advertisement on the WhoIsArtRobinson.com website selectively edited the audio 

^ questions and answers during a television interview, I note that in 2011 Plaintiff 
inade public accusations that Oregon State University (OSU) had taken adverse 
academic actions against his college-student children based on political motives 
or favoritism to me. 

a. Plaintiff published an opinion piece on the well-trafficked website World 
Net Daily. See Ex. L, hereto. 

b. He also distributed a copy of his opinion piece to his supporters in an email 
[Ex. M] and on a website with which he associated, 
OregonStateOutrage,com. 

c. At p. 2 of Ex. L and p. 2 of Ex. M, Plaintiff states: 

OSU is a liberal socialist Democrat stronghold in Oregon that 
received a reported $27 million in earmark funding from my 
opponent, Peter DeFazio, and his Democrat colleagues during the 
last legislative session. 

22. Plaintiff's charges of academic targeting against his children were reported by 
KVAL-TV in Eugene, and Plaintiff was interviewed. The video segment is 
reproduced at whoisartrobinson.defazioforcongress/category/oregon-state, and is 
also copied to the CD-ROM, Ex. Y. 

23. In the televised news segment, the reporter states in voiceover that Plaintiff says 
"the university is plotting to expel his children." On-camera she asks Plaintiff, 
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"What proof do you have that this is political?" Plaintiff replies, "I don't have 
dehnite proof." The additional statement that Plaintiff claims was omitted is, 
"Basically, I know that happened. I cannot tell you the motives of the people 
doing it." 

24. As for the allegations in ^ 11 of Plaintiff's Complaint, DeFazio For Congress 
produced and distributed the humorous internet video "Mr. Robinson's 
Neighborhood" and distributed it by email on July 30, 2012. It is recognizable as 
a parody of the long running children's program, "Mr. Roger's Neighborhood." I 
copied Ae entire 90 second video to the CD-ROM Ex. Y as "Mr. Robinson's 
Nei^bprhood.mov." It is also at www.defazioforcongress.prf.2012.08.video-mr-
robinsons-neigborhood. 

25. As for the words complained-of in ^ 11 of Plaintiff's Complaint, the particular 
"cartoon" was product for Defazio for Congress by an independent contractor. I 
attach hereto an October 10, 2010, article from the EUGENE REGISTER GUARD, as 
Ex. X. Plaintiff there is quoted as saying, in response to the question of what 
would happen to her under a privatized system of Social Security if she invested 
and lost her savings, "You'd have to rely on your family and friends." 

26. On or about October 21, 2012, it came to the attention of DeFazio for Congress, 
through news accounts of Plaintiff's Complaint, that the billboard near Sutherlin 
on Interstate S and the two Corvallis digital billboards (Exs. F and G] lacked 
statements of the source of the advertisement ("disclaimer" statements). 

27. The original artwork for the Sutherlin billboard produced for Defazio for 
Congress included this disclaimer statement and was submitted to the media 
company controlling the rental of that bUlboard, CBS Outdoor. Apparently, an 
error was made by CBS Outdoor in producing the billboard. On October 22, 
DeFazio for Congress notified CBS Outdoor of the omission, and CBS Outdoor 
immi^ately printed a disclaimer statement and affixed it to the billboard. CBS 
Outdoor acknowledged responsibility for the mistake, indicated in the attached 
email to staff for DeFazio for Congress. Ex. N. 

28. The billboards near Corvallis are digital. DeFazio for Congress employs a 
campaign design vendor. Bell and Funk, and this contractor accidently omitted 
the disclaimer statement from both electronic billboards in Corvallis before 
submitting the artwork to Lamar Advertising. Once Defazio for Congress became 
aware of the mistake, it instructed Lamar to take down the advertisements until 
corrected by Bell and Funk. Staff of DeFazio for Congress received an email 
acknowledging the error and stating that by 4 p.m, October 22, the new artwork 
with the disclaimer statement was up on the two electronic billboard displays. 
Ex. O. 
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29. In the contested partisan political campaigns, Plaintiff has frequently criticized me 
in the press, in political campaign em^s, and his book COMMON SENSE. 

30. While in the political arena. Plaintiff Robinson has often used hyperbole, epithets 
and colorful (offensive) language in referring tp of about me. The exhibits to my 
declaration include a. number of unfounded accusations and emotional statements 
by Plaintiff, including accusations: 

a. of official corruption by me; 

X b. that I undertook a vendetta against the Robinson children attending Oregon 
7 State University and implies that I would thereafter support OSU in 

i 
exchange for their alleged sanctions against the Robinsons; and 

c. that I am a "dishonorable liar." 

31. Plaintiff repeatedly mischaracterizes my political philosophy as "Socialism." 
Many statements also mischaracterize Ae meaning and effect of complex 
legislation offered by men and mischaracterize votes cast by me on bills. In 
addition to the news article referenced above, I include Exs. P-V, which are 
copies of such ihaterials. Ex. U is composed of various pages excerpted and 
copied by me from Plaintiif's book COMMON SENSE. 

I hereby declare that the above statement is true to the best of my knowledge 
and belief, and that I understand that it is made for use as evidence in court and 
is subject to penalty for perjury. 

Dated: November S . 2012 

Signed in Lane County, Oregon 
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A Pfo Scienc0. Pro-Technology, Pro-Free Enterprise Monttiiy Nev/sletter 
NOVEMBER 2006 (Vol. 34 no. 4) Box 1250, Cave Junction, Oregon 97523 Copyright 2006 by Access to Energy 

Energy and Freedom 
Pen BeclvOinn foiitiricd .-Iccexs lo £>ic<gi- 34 years ago for ilic 

purpose of cominimicaiing ibc imtli nboiii miclear-eleciric power to 
ilic American pwplc. rdc foresaw the devastating clftcis tltai failure 
to develop nuclenr'-energy would liavc cm the United States, and he 
feared lite envirn, poliiieal, and tnedia pippagandtsis U'ITO were lying 
about nuclear power ui :in effon to stop its development. 

The prop'tgattdisis wott. Tito United Stnics govsjmnicnt stijppctl 
tliC' bnilding of nuclear power plants, with President Jiinmy ^rtcr 
drit'i.'tg lite a[!.al nails into the micleareiieiGy cofi'tiL Otirirtg dte pa^l 
30 years, similar liars mid government autiuns have managed to pre­
vail a ncsiunpiion of nuclear power devclbpnisht. 

hiiielair engiii.trets have inaintaitied and impmyed most ol'fhe cp-
ptoxiiii.itely 100 iiuclair poiver plants .duit Ameiioi 'hod at. that nmc, 
but no tiinv plains ha\'e been hiiTlL tlicse old plants still gencintc 
alxwi 20% of Americals electricity. 

At about tin; Siunc lime, the United .States gcvcmmcnt underuirili 
an cMeti.<;ive series of steps tiiai crippled the h^iimcnrlxin eiutrgy iii-
dusuy. Rirther development of rcsmitccs wes iithibitcd ioKes weie 
impo-scd, regulations prolifurdtetl, and lite dcvclpprhenl of Americiin 
•domestic hydrocarbon uncigy wcs ihsreby made so e.<:pen.sive dint it 
wiis priced om ofihc wot id market. 

Merc also the prbp.agandisis won. Anicrica ceased to have n 
self-sntilcicrii .supply of hydrnMrbnti energy. Americans were 
falsely told that America Is running out of hydroc.'irbon itsourMS. 
Now, the. ''buinan-cmLsed global warming" lie has been addol 

Since nncienr euergs' nud hydrucarboa cnagy wctv and still ate 
the only pmcriciil mcihods of energy gencniiioa on a large scale, the 
Ameiiean pcnpli: lost rhcii' energy ii)dc|)cndcoec iind became de­
pendent, upon ibicigh Supplies. 

'b is important to lmo\y certain f:;cis. 
Fiisl, ilicro is uo significant danger from nuclear power planLs. In 

fact, micliar-eleciric cner^ i.s by far nothing else is evai close 
(he Kile.'!, niost ceohomical, and most citvircmnCninUy sound-waiy 
to produce electricity. Titis has been true for more than 40 jsars. 

Second, hydrocarbon energy wliich Is still supeiior to micicar 
cnsig)* for most uses, c.Nce|« tlic generation of electricity tS not re-
.soiuce resiiicuxl. Hic Uniicd Skiie bas .such Viisi coal, pil, aiidnatii-
rid gas txsmirais iliar it could easily lie eiitircly itidcpsndcnt Ibr 
many fulure ccmuries. Iviorecvcr, coal, ail, and .natural ga.s Ciui be 
wisijy niiivcrlud inin one raioiliur. TIic tclniiye ii.se of nuclear, coal, 
oil, and gas fueis i.s simply no cnaincsHng nitd cconatuic cltoicc. 

Tncse are not opinions they ore lacB. Tiic propaganda to tlie 
contrary iliai lias liscn uswl to cripple our country's energy industries 
i.s simply liis - lies sptscirieally invciitwi for tlic iiurpose of diniiti-
ishmp GUI- iccluiology tmd otic freedom. 

These lies have, so fiir, been vtry sucec^riil; Al the present time 
oiu vvc.s|llt is being rapidly dissipated by the cost, of buying ibieign 
ene.*^". our indutiiries arc bciug lost to foreign compniiion because 
inespcnslvc encigy was necessary to mnintain our compeiiiivc tech­

nological advantages; and our miliiaiy resources and our pcisonal 
ficedoins are being diminished by wajs for tlte niLsguided puiposc 
of proiecung our access to foreign energy. 

For tlic past six years, America hati had. a Presideitl who tiiider-
slands encigy. Unfoitunatcly, almo.sl cvety effort lie lias made to ex­
pand duiTKMiiic citorgy production has been ihwancd by comtpt 
Kcptiblicoit and Detno.ctul poiitic.iaiis In tlte U. S. Cptigt^. Now, its 
he posses from the .scene, it appears licly that'our covemincnt will 
orice.ngaitt be fully id tlij Jraitds of cl;c reprehensible'tbice.s tltni have 
siitateKriilly aipplcd pur energy iiidiistrics om the past 30 yenis: 

Tne .Ameticati nation iisqueathcd to us by previous generations 
was like tin unomwiis flj'whtfel. II has lafcon a long lime io slow thai 
tiywhcel douii. Now, however, there is little nine left. Tu.\iirian, 
retaliation, liiigaiioiii and proptignnda have had dcVicstatihg cftccts 
witlt none more disnstrou.s ilian thnsc on our domestic ettctgy indiis-
Dies, upon wliich all of our iechiiolog>' depends. 

And there is one more fact. TI;c veiy existence of the United 
States a great expenmenl in die t'rtcdom and dignity of indiindniil 
human beings is crucial to the futnre of all humanity. As ilmse cur­
rently in churae oflbui experiment, our gtnerntions are morally re­
quired to keep iIiK experiment alive, it is morally wrong for us to 
allow oiir own sslrislmcss and ignordnce, or the seirisluie.ss and ig­
norance of those aronud us to dcsnoy the American cxpcrinvjat. \Vc 
are not required to force our why.i on odiais nor to punish those who 
go :i difl'erent way, but we are f«|uiivd by .Provideitcc to keep the 
example oflbe Uniicd States •••ibront and nlive in lira world. 

The needed actions aic self-evident, fr'vvry'tax: rcgulation,. law, 
or other ioipcdiment Chat cuneufly iitliibits any.enet © -produciDg'iit-
dasiry should inuiicdlaiely be abolLshcd- anil no new such LIX, law, 
or rcciilatlan should be created until the lou'il How nf useful energy 
across the lionleis of (lie LIniled Slates is strungly uuiwanl, with net 
oqxms comprising a largo peiteouige of total production' poiliaps 
•TS miicli as 50%. Smuliancotisly, and Jijr ilie same period of lime,-
id) local, state, and fcder.'il cixcs;shoijld'bc..'w[iived for aU.pcisons. 
cmploy-ed in tlte encigy industries; nnd these industiicS'should'oper­
ate will) no .gdvcmtiiera ovarsiglit" whatever. Tlte co.st of those .nica-
sitrcs if uiiy, since lltey woitlcT likely gieally incnruc our wutilth -
can be paid by ending nil political, economic, and tnilif.iry .ndven-
tuns used to secure foreign sitppllB of cncigy. 

We arc in vtery sorioit.s trouble. Sotne propo.sc ait energy 
iVfanliiuinn project ivhctcin a huge government program iscroated to. 
solve our crtergy problem. Tlite will not work because the govern-
iiiciit i.s pur eiietgy prohlam it is ccruliiTy nhi di-c .•inluiion to ic 

If, however, we lifl the eniiie huidcn pf government off ilie bad; 
offitre enterprise, free men will solvu unr energy problem in record 
lime. 'Moreover; not only will this save our nation, it will demon­
strate to nations everywhere the accomplishnicnts ihai.nuiy freemen 
can achieve, even when iliey begin as iindctxiogs as :i a-suU of their 
own mistakes. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS 

in addiLion io lies abtjiii the safety of nucle,ii-eieclric power 
plums. Americii's enemies liave also spre:id (he lie thai use of nuclear 
power iiia]':cs more likely the use of iiucicitr wcapous. Uiisophisii-
caied people sea ilic wcnd "niiclcsn" in both and believe the lie. 

This lie is tlte eqniinlcnt nf cohtcnding tliat all production of anti­

biotics should end because the same technology ased to make anti-
biolic-s coil be used lo make biological weapilns. 13ie knowledge and 
equipmeni to make biological weapons Is easily ovnilijlile. Tills pos­
sibility cannot be prevented by suppression of icclinology. The only 
solutions arc to dimluish the inccndvcs to inttk'e such weapons, to 
catch (hose who build biological weapons before thn- use them, and 
to build protective technology - wliich is relatively easy to do. 

EXHIBIT 
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LJ 

This past week I had an opi.>oriunity to give an after-dinner speech 
OR •'global wanning" to the Rcpiibiicnn Senators and. Repre­
sentatives of the Maine state legislature. Titcy are under attack (along 
with lite people of Maine) by tlic Maine Stale Planning OSicc, which 
ha issued a ' 'State of Maine Climate Change Action Plan.'" The plan 
bills iiticif as "Re.sponding to Global Giinaie Change and .Achieving 
Greenhouse Gta Emission .Reductions in Maine. Roles tor IndusU}', 
3asinc.ss & Citizens." 

•/"his is part of the Clinton Administration effort to ase the Envi-
ionrnent:il Protection Agency to implement "global warming" fas­
cism and ilie Kyoto Treaty witJiuui tlie consent of the United States 
Senate. Tbe EPA joiiis iis boilerplate controls to die agendas of local 
cnviros .md tlicn tiltcmpts, in each state, to march everyone into a 
low-technology, sliortcncd-lifcspan future. Lilte jxijury and obstruc­
tion ofjuslitx at the national level, this "Acdon 'Plaii" is supported 
by the Maini Democratic Party imd opposed 'oy mast Republicans. 

The spsccli and quiistions aftcnvards seemed to go well, since 
these Republicans arc.glad to have informudon about tlic noascicncc 
of so-called "global waniung" and the Peduon Prtijcci's opposing 
pcdiion signed by more than 17.003 American scientists. As ques­
tions about tills rind "ozone depletion" and DDT diminished, how­
ever. someone asked my views on education. 

— E.sprv.»sing misgivings iJiat the answer might decrease their confi­
dence in tl-.c science 11i^ just been discassing. 1 replied that "I iliink 
thai die public schools should be abolished," and dien expanded that 
.suiemem widi a brief discussion of ftee-cnteqjrise schooling and 
Jiomc schooling. Hie response was remarkable. No .sooner h.ad 1 said 
the word "abolished'" than llie room broke into cndiusiasiic applau.se 
and animaiad discussion. Tliei-e probably were some exceptions pre­
sent, but an Observer would have concluded that the Republicans of 
Maine were dcBiiiicly ready to consider clo.sins die public schools. 

During die nest few daj's. i woikcd closely with two scientists in 
New York and then with one in San Jose, California, who tire iielping 
with our mass sfiocuomsin' project. 1 had not known dicse direa be-
i'ore. In all thre-e case.s, when the scientists learned that j was involved 
m hoine .schooling, they were vciy interested - more so lhan in the 
research work. Each one has duldren in public school. 

Note die audiences. Tlicse arc not parcnLS of the 3% of American 
children now engaged in home schooling. Tliey an: instead woiried 
parents of die 97% who arc being cut off at the knees - both academi­
cally and sociologically • by die iax-i~mar,ced, 3 million union inem-
ber "educBUon" conglomerate that is destroying the minds of 
.Aincrican youth. The truth is that the school bus has become one of 
I'r.e most serious forms of child abuse in our countrv. 

It was, of course, not always so. Socialism docs not work, so there 
were alwaj's problems widr our tax-financoci .s'chocil.s - but .American 
public schools of ilie 1950s and earlier vrerc, on balance, ofbeneilt to 
the siudciiLs, The only re,tl suppon for .socialized schools in America 
today is among adults wlio remember their own school experiences 

, of the past and yet do not realize that the schools they attended no 
!. longer e.v.isi - and among the 3 million "eclucatore" who live off 

this system. Among the 3 million arc some fine teachers whose ef­
forts lire, however, negated by the education csiablishmenL 

As I WTltc this, Matthew is at his desk behind me working pro'o-
lems in Ids Saxon Algebra 0 book. TliLs is tiie third and last algebra 
book in the madi scries. Maitliew i.s eleven years old. The majority of 
students graduating from our local lax-finttnced high schools cannot 
woid! the problems in Matthew's book. Matthew is not a genius. He is 
jasr a smart little boy (lilte thoitsands of such boys who entered our 
local .socialized sciiools) who has h:id, however, access to a good 
study environment, gcrod study habits, and good school books. 

Meanwhile, Matdicw's oldest brother Zachaty is worldng toward 
his Ph.D. in chemistry at an cxccUem .American graduate school. 
2iicha.fy is in .a tougli comjxtitive environment - whcie most of tlic 
competition is -from foreign grnduiiic students. Very few .Ainerican 
students am entering .such graduate schools, and, those who do often 
find tliem.selves ouickisssdby ilie foreign students. 

Surely, there are American siudcni.s who still maniige to excel. 
They do so, however, in spite of the schools rather than because of 
them. An objtxtivs look at the ssist majority of .Ameiicnn sntdcnts -
from their academic perfonn.'incc to their social problems - .sliows 
tluti most young Americans are being liamicd by the public schools. 

Priliiicians keep throwing more money at .socialized education, be­
cause [tolls show the grixt worry of thft American people about cdu-
cauon. Polls also show, however, that most .Americans have very low 
opinions of politicians end of lax-financed programs. 

Tlie electronic challenges of the Imcmei^ CD-ROM, and computer 
lochiiology which arc now malting possible high-quality, vcr>' low-
cost decentralized education would be difficuli for good centralized 
schools. Even in free-entctpriss education (both at thcclemenaiy and 
univeisii)' level). Uts future belongs to kindwidth. Centrtdized 
schools will be sharply dirninishcd. As far as the socialized nighunare 
of ta.\-/inancsd schools is concerned, .America will soon be awakened 
&oni this bad dream - by an electronic and political olami clock. 

Many years ago the American left seized upon public educatioii as 
an ideal tool with which to brainwash American youdi. Through 
thousands of small, incremental steps, dtcy gradually converted the 
schools into propaganda mills. In the process, however, dtcy have 
miuiagcd'to throw out the academic quality that gave those schools 
their letLson for being. Tliis pioccss has gone so far that U cannot be 
reversed. Even if it could be reversed over the next 10 to 20 years, 
what responsible parent would be willing to sacrincc his child's mind 
to the cfibrt? Public .schools can never bo changed in time to pmvcni 
further htitm to the current srudcms. 

Tliese are Uic sorts of p.mssures of which revolutions are made. 
Tliis one will .start in one state a.nd then roll aaxtss the country widi 
aSK)ni.sliing speed. In each stale, within a few month.s of the abolition 
of public schools, private enterprise will b-o doing a baier job. Alter­
natively, home schooling and duccntnilizud electronic education may 
just simply g;row so large that the shrinlting public schools will even­
tually atrophy and die. Given the rates of change associated with elcc-
trottics, this too will proceed witli rcvoiutioniuy sjxcd. 

MICROCHEMISTRY 

'Hie computer revolution i.s being driven by two mutually syncr^s-
tic Irchnologic.il Bdv.-uiccs - miniaturization and improved economies 
of pioducticn. When computers ivcrc large and expensive, tlicy were 
avrulable only in ccnu'.-ilizcd facilities. This made tlicm inconvenient 

and expensive to use, but it also had an even greater disadvantage. 
Centralization inhibits innovation. As long as computers were avail­
able only to large, wcaliliy cnicrpri.scs and to govaniments. dieir uses 
were restricted by the lowest common denominators of the commJi-
ices in chtirge of them. All of tliis ended with die microeiectronics 
revolution. Now, infortneiion technology is decentralized and cheaply 
available, so mnovaiivc uses of computers arc J A 
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"Cfiltech has fewest black freshmen" blares the headline of 
MStJBC Ne\vs for Deccmbci 9. 2002. The Jourrwl of Blacks m 
Higher Educaiion apparently counted black freshmen at the 25 uni­
versities ranked highest by U. S. News and World Kepori and discov­
ered this fact. 

In Its effort to make Caltech look as bad es ])05siblc, MSNBC 
atmpans the number of blacks in this year's clttss at CIT, 3, with thai 
ofAlIT, 63, wiihaiit mentioning thai MIT regularly adraiis G\-e iiiues 
as mcny freshman siudcna, 1,000 vs. 200. 

In 2002, die California Lnsdiuie of Technology hnd Id blECktippli-
cants, iidm.ltrc;d 13, and received 3 accqilancs in an unusually large 
class of 260. U.sually the class size is under 200. TTiis 1.2% is aboui 
one-:ienih the black population avcmge. MIT's percentage WILS 6;2%, 
and politically correa Harvard managed 6.8%. 

felioed by other organs of the lcfi-\Wng press, Caliech's "sins" 
were brottdcBst widely with the school - which is lite most elite sci­
ence coll.oge in the world - pilloried for raci.sm. The ploy of omitting 
mention of Caliech's size in order to malte the issue look even woise 
was widely repoartxi. 

Caliecb aJ<:o has a low percentage of women and a high pereem-
age of dropouts, ̂ ^'hen 1 gradualeti Bom CU in 1963, one-third of my 
class failed to gmilualc. CIT (iropaui.s today are still higlter than for 
most univcrsiiics. Caitcch hits iri^ to coiTtsct ibis by joining the trend 
toward jjoorer tdiicaiion and lower .standards- fleshmcn receive only 
jias^util grades and courses are less rigqtou.s, but Uicir cdusationnl. 
program is still more diCiiculi di-in ui other schools. 

Even tliough It has rcl.-ixed its simtdnrds, Coliccb has continued io 
iidmit based on merit unci ability. Moreover, its applicants tue 
weighted toward tiinse who seek severe, difliculr, lotui-imcnctsioh 
training in science - an cxvpcriwcc few women and blacks disire. 

Is racism e part of tin's? Yes, it is, but the mcisnt is not at Caltech. 
hi .•laws m Ena-gy Volume 24, No. 8, April 1997, wc.tli.seusscd ' 

the ttrucic' 'Solid Evidence to Suppon Home Schooling'' by Michael 
P. Farris in The Wall Street Janmak Match 5,1.997, p A18. 

In a batieiy of rests in reeding, iLstening, language, math, science, 
social studies, and study skills, where public school siudcni-s aver­
aged. by dconiiion, SOth (xrrcenliTc. lioine-.schOolc<l students avcr-
HScdbeiwwn the SOth and S7lh percentiles with overall .score ofBSih. 

In tltc ia.\'-financ«i "publis" schools, io nsading tcsL* wliiles were 
at tlic S7tb pereemilc, while the blacks and bfispauics were both ui the 
28tli. In inalh, whiles were al the 58th, wiule Kispanics were at the 
29th snd blacks were at the 24!h. 

In iOcKhng, the bomc-schooled. wliiics, Mi.spaciics, and blacks all 
scored at the S7tli porBentile, whUc iu rualli liome-schooled whites 
v.'cre at tlit: 82nd psrceouTe and Hisi>anic.s and blacis were at the 77ib. 

In oUicr words, given reasonably similar oppo.riuuiiics in homc-
scbool cnvinvimcuis, the iiii»n achievemenLs of white, Hispanic, and 
black precollege students were sssenri.-illy comparable and far, far 
iil»ve those of snidcnis who were incarcerated in "public" schnols. 
In ibu public schools, Hisp.inics and blacks scored very poorly tui 
compared with white studenis. 

Ta'c-iiminccd public schnols are miseiabiy failing oU of their siu-
dems - even more so their Hispanic and black siudcnis. This should 
be no suiprise-. Socialism does not work. Moreover, in failing social­
istic ^.stcins, the misallosated scarce resources Qow di^roponion-
iitcly to those who arc more entrenched in the system. Tliis nicism 
cannot be eliminated from lite tax-fmanccd sciinols. 1-or the good of 
all studcnis, litis litiling sociaiisf sy.clcro must be abolished. 

Tax-financed schools deliver unprepared students to the univcrsi­
iics. In response, universities have lowered their standards to Utu point 
that their freshman and sophomore ycais are now the academic 
cquivaieuts of the junior anrl senior years of high school in tlie 1950s. 
TltB universities cannot, however, correel the problem. If a .student 
has not leamKi basic skills .s:id facts by age 18, he will never be as 
capable as his abilidcs would have pennitied witli good training. 

In the case of blaclts, tin's situation is even worse. In tlie words of a 
black UCSD professor in complimenting my freshman cbcmls^ 
course there many years ago,' 'Our worst enemies are these whiieiit-
ciols who teach watered-down courecs to pur iaiidems and thereby 
turn Uicra into pemtancm stx-und-ciass citizeas." 

The admissions arc faltcd, die courses' arc fukcd, tlic stnndaids arc 
raked, and the atiidciits emerge from college unprepared to do pro-
diJCDve work. 'For those who were the worst prepared going into col­
lege, this fakery is even more dcvaslaiiug. 

in the Immanities, tlie "socitd" sciences, and .sod sciences Ukebi-
o1og>', this di.sboncsi system is easier to cover up. In the hard sciences 
of raalhtiffiinilcs, physics, and chemistry and in engineering - the spe­
cialties of Dilicch - iican not be hidden. 

Hard scieuce and engirisering arc unfor^wrig. Either tlie theory', 
experiment, and pmblem .solving aiu rigliior th-jy arc wroug. There is 
no middle g-ound. The laws of tlie natural world arc ijMutable. They 
will lioi change or bend to accoramodaic human msdios.riiy. Trainerl 
from childhood in the necessary skills and endowed with unusual 
ability, a siudcnr can learn these subjects at Lhc liigiiisit level. Wiihour 
that training, he caranot. 

Cbliecfa could not accommodate the profession-jJ recisrs even if if 
tried. In an eiii'irtjiimcnt io which 200 of the bsia tiualiiicd freshmim 
science students in (be ivorld are .siru^lirrg for .survival, what is going 
to happen to a less wcll-prapared black student? 

Are the graders to be instniciod to grecc bis problenis us rigiti 
when they are wroiig? Are his pcsis to be taught that he is not re­
quired to Icam science as weU as ilicy because of the color of liis skin? 
How racist is Caliccb required to become in order to accommodate 
the racism in public schools? 

Moreover, the desire to do certain things is pftrtially cultural Ate 
American Indiitns or blacis wlio have Iwcn laugbt by racists to glo­
rify tlicir "roots" going to apply to Callcch in as gicaf numbers as 
those of while Euroj^ btsiiagc? 

Th: racial numerical averages of individuals in science and engi­
neering vrill never be equalized until racism, e^ecially that of (he lib-
cnil profcsslmial racists, truly disappiaus. T'lic abolition of tliuir power 
b-3ss in tPoc-Gnancod schools would be an c.scellcni 'oeginning. 

•so*ea 
SOUR ENmOY 

'ITte corrclatipn between ilie activity of the sun and the icmpstaiiire 
of the Earth is wcU-esiablishsti See Baliunas, S, and Soon, W., 
pliyslcal Journpl (15195) p. 450. It is, however, not wcH-known to die 
gencr^ pubh'c. \l^cnevcr facts that are unsupportivc of the myth of 
human-caused global wtuming begin to emerge bcsiianily imo public 
view, ihity are met by a storm of p-opaganda and lies 
enviros and the political and business groups whose setwdtercsts anr-

Rcsponse of DcFazio forCongre.ss FEC M UR 6846 

Toe naiiec of the sun and .sim-likc stars is. of.gixtai interest to asiro-
pliysicisis, and oroccasiunai interest to the rest of us when discoveries 
arc made ihm affect oilbra' our lives or our intcllixrts by allowing us to 
vicariously participate in the advance of tliai realm of science. 
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SaENCE vs. HYSTERIA 
eaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa 

"Sdenoe vs. Hyst^" by Nobel laureate Nonoaoa E Boilaug in 
7%e ^offiSbserJ'ourTia/, January 2^ 2003, pA14,rqpoits the efforts of 
Euppcan eaviros, polhiciaiis, and buFesucrais to jSrevent the .use of 
Azncrican-made gcotnically niodified food crops. 

Bodaug is Professor of IntematioDal Agriculture at Texas A&M 
Uriiveraty. He is credited vridi being largely responsible for the' 'green 
^lution" whereby modem fium^ methods incliui^ hybrid seed, 
fertilizer, and cheirtlail pest control were intioduced into .r^etdevel-
oped'countiies. 

. The effixts of Borlaug and his colleges hrought modem fenning 
mefeods to hundreds of feousands of ferm in areas vdrere huiran star­
vation was fee notta Farm yields increased sievcral fold, food was 
plentifel, and poor fetmere.even had surpluses fo sclL that revolution 
ilselfhas been errdangered govetttme^ poliraes that have beert de-
pnving poof fetritsn of access fo seed and cbcmt^ tbty need. 

Adfetiottally, for the.pa^ four years, fee European Urtion fans pre-
yented fee ini^^tlon of American genetically modified crops. 
Wot^ Eurrrpcan eoviroaais have spread wand .throughout Afo'ca that 
these crops are "poison," so feat American effints to halt starvation 
are bemg impeded. 

Zambian President Levy Mwanawasa. for exanqrle, has been told 
by arrti-biotechnology groups that donated American com is "poison" 

rexam-

AmericBn firming methods. Farm pioductivify has risen w greatly and 
J cannot compete-

Even in America, a combitration of tsKation, regul^on, and.tbe ex­
port of firm technology has turned the Mtdwestem states irrto pathetic 
wolfire ca». American firmets have^ however, not become Luddites 
clamciiing for an end to technological advance. 

For more than 25 years, the real value bfifirm land has' been in a 
downward trend, and fee amount of land under cultivation has been 
diminishing. Hits is fee result of fee export of fee American farm tecb-
oology revblutitm to fee world. Moreova, this trend is actually accel­
erating as great tracts of eKtreordinarily productive laioid are broir^ 
rmdv cultivation inplacm like BrazIL 

lire result of tiiis is that firmeis who live in advanced welfire riates 
such as Eurc^ arid fee United States, .whcre thoy are. subject to hi^ 
tmces, extensive regu]Bttons,.arrd high living costs, caL"no longa Cqm-

ples of genetically modified food crops - wife mbre product!^ and 
additiotiaJ pM resrstance - that are behtg endangered I7, in Boinlaug's 
apt words, "idoologcally irtspiied pseudo^ietice." 

The. world agricirlturtd revolution that took place initially on Ameri­
can feints tt'inng fee past century was, in large pert, based upon plarrt 
brecdirtg to produce better crop varieties. Wife advances in molecular 
biology, this food crop improvetnent has been carried to fee molecular 
level and acoeloat^ 

There are, priittariiy as a result.ofgovetmrr^ control of research 
and ^vemnreot regulations that irrhibrt irmovatiott,. marry'irrtanswered 
qirestions about hurtian nutritian. What is the best balance of nutrierrts 
in the buntan di^? How d^ thu balance dian^ wife human bio-
chetnidtl indtvidualiiy? Arh plant-produced pesticides and hobiddes 
safer ormoredartgerous to faimam bcalfe featt those ̂ lied by farmers 
to thrir cr^rs? What efiects do human-made 'fertilfeeis have on .fee 
campositidns of himum 'foods as' opposed ti> feose ordirruily found in. 
fee soil? These and marry more simihir questions need to be answered 
- substance by.rirbstarioe^ fainrran.by hurnan. 

Ignorance, drcoutse, provides a fertile, bteefeng ground for fear. 
Among afSuent Americans, feat fear has produced a growth industry 
in "oigenic" foods. IronicaUy, that indusaiy depends tqxin plant yarie-
ties that have been selected far high pest resistanf^ whicb allows "or-
garric" fetnteirs to obtain better yieliE These "or^c" firods actually 
ooniatn ttmch higher airroutrts of plant-ptoduccd pesticides than ordi­
nary foods, and feey have been priced by ̂ enc.selectiaa 

All of these rriceties of food selection arc, of comae, irrelevant fo 
Afiicans vriio are starving in vast mtmbos berairse thq'catmot obt^ 
food at all The French versions of fee a viips who aire woddrrg to de-' 
prive these pecpie of food are apt descendants of (heir femous ancestor 
who advised fee starving mobs that could not obtahi bread to eat oaks. 

lt:is teniptmg lb chsmim feese'enviib's as modem day Luddites and 
fee starving of Afiica as far-away statistics. The Luddites were, how­
ever, feemfolves sbiVmg as textile macfaineiy icplaiiped. their band 
worii^ 8iid,»eta Afoeaa^O dies is a buman brnng Moreover, those 
who are waridrig to deprive these people of food ore-not an ignorant 
rriob. They are a Golli$&«ducated privileged elite.wbo are.perib^y ca­
pable of undexstandhrg tire effects of ttieir carnpaigo.' 

Like their fellow, travelers who have killed more than SO million' 
children by d^rriving.fem. of rnalaiia-preventing'DDT, these peqple 

- are mvolvod in''jx^iulatioh cantroT'rnotrvatBd groocida-
Workirtg wife these npebensrble killeis ate Euppean fium inter­

ests who are already existing on vast goveorment studies boause of 
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GOOD RIDDANCE 

|-ee*eeeweeeeee»eeeeee#eeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeq__^ 
Access to ERergyreaders have read many-statements m ibis nc««n 

lettorto the effect.fliBttBX-financedscbciols should be aboEshedaitd, ha \ 
feet, would be abolished in fee not-tooKiislant 'fijture. No doubt, marry \ 

jsay to themselves that, while they realizB that feere "schools" are novLJl 
entirely oounterproductive - especially in a courrtry devoted to fiec-
dom -they are too much entrenched in our system to be removed. 

Afler all. inpre (ban. 3 million irnrontzed peapb control this indus­
try, and older gmetationa think of feeso schools as like those that thiy 
attertded nifecr than as tire socialist nightmare feiiy have becam.e. 

If all tax-financed schools hi America closed tomorrow , and no 
other ggvenrmentaJ action whatever were taken, wifein six rnonlfas 

trmities provided by fee finemarket - and every child who could not 
.affbrd these opportunities vrould be educatwl wifeout cosL The gpcd 
teachos in bur mrdst would be employed in teaching students, and fee 
rest of fee 3 millipn would be imemployed until fe^ dedded to find 
productivework. 

.Moreover, fee niost onerous tax system everperpetrated on out citi-
zens-onei in which tbrir homes are;seti2sd and'soldby.fee gbyemment 
if fesy do not pay fee irix - ooiild coine to. an end. 

The mood.of public'opinion on this issue is actually min/ing towirid 

ticians are stating in private that fee schools cannot be fix^ (see' our 
earlier article on fee Republican Legislators in Maine), and idhjor con­
servative carman lead^ rather than advocating rqiair, are now 
openly questiotuDg (he continufltio& of dccAyed of iDStxn>-
dpwfttifftd flbuse. •. . - -

"Thne for Public Schools to Throw in the Towel?" by Dr..Laura 
Schlessinger, woiidnctdailyxorn, January .27,- 2003, is a lobent exam­
ple. Wbeto or not one agrees wife her views. Dr. Laura infeuences fee 
opinions bfa lot of people. 

As tomost articles of this sort, she cites a fisw exaoples. In a suivi^ 
of more fehh ],006 finrife and eigh'ib grade teacheiSi the Center for 
Civic Information at fee Manhattan Institute found that only 25% of 
these trorfero cared, riio^ whether tire student determined the right an-
sweri- More of them cared most that students "tired hard or used a 
creative tpinparfe.'' 

Espedally. ridiculous in its wideqiread application to mathematics, 
she pomts out thet this attitude is found in the tax-financed schbol de-
constRiction of -finuTy, religion, vnlu^ etidea, and morality as wefe 
Wife no right or wrong answers, aoythirtg goes -exixpt the. poUticalty 

The Sdileraibger article concludes, "I feink Oregon m^ have the. 
right idea. They are looking to shorten fee school year by 15 days. 
How long befim it's clear to fecis and to its that we should himply 
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Preserving Energy Technology 
While it is.mudi more enjoyable tip write drput .tbe exteiisioD of 

technology into new frbntieis, it is of even.grater importance to pre­
serve the tecbnology that we already pos^. This is one of the pri­
mary ftctors that h^ caused us to work for many, years in advocacy 
of the building of a nationalcNU arid strategic defo^ 

Reasqpabte estimates suggest thal.liie in the.-United States, after a 
majornuclev war would be comparable to thai in the late ISOOs after 
the-War Between the States - in population density, technology, and 
quality of life. Aside &om the tragic loss of life, why should we allow 
the uructupulous machinatibns of politicians, bureaucrats, and their 
elitist'bp^es, who liavc left America wifediit any oatioriBl strategic 
and civil defense whatsoever, to permit the dr^tructjon.Of the technol­
ogy that has alnady been built by six generations of Americans? 

Our unconscionable vuineiabUity to this-threat not only worsens 
the dainage in the event, it increiascs, through wcalm^, the prbb-
obilrty of disa^, arid it raises the i^bability diat- Americaos can be 
bltffilonalled into giving up theu national sovpreigrity and fieedom. 

Thereiis, however, .another dan^ to our teleology that is much 
closer to our homes;and more likely , to destroy our way of Ufe. 

Yesterday, I at^plid to .order Mine .ritbba- boots for my son. 
Noah. He bu outgrown .his miB 15s: The lBdy>in charge of the store 
exjdained ̂ t feie tnarloip;'wpiild be 35% over wliole^e fbrthis ̂ -
-cial order. Wi tb:thii aid of her calculator, she then infetmed me'that,, 
since wholesale was S43, the price would be S78. 

When I tried to tell her that she had made a mistake (suggested 
retail was S60 and 135% of 43 is 58), she becaine agitated and told 
me, "What you don't understand is, is that the price is high 'cause 
you're wanting one pair." She had emulated a 35% markiq> by add­
ing S3S to tire price. After more futile discussion, I went to another 
store to order the boots. (There the salesman was unwilling to attempt 
to estunate fee price at all.) 

The day earlier, a mother telephoned about the self-teachiog as­
pect of our curriculum. She said that she had graduated from college 
with a dpgree in education, but had learned no^g. She found herself 
unable to help her 10-year-old son wife his arithmetic. It was essential 
that she find a school curriculum requiring no teacher help. 

Recently, the chaitman of a univeraity chemistry dqrulment said 
to me, "It is much worse than you realize, More than 90% of our 
students cannot read a book with enough understanding to rqiply fee 
knowledge in it in even simple ways." A few weeks earlier, a femous 
professor of mathematics at a major university told me.that the most 
pressing educational problem is teaching the students to read. 

Two days ago, in a call about our curriculum, a mofeer told me 
feat her public-schooled son was very brilliant, especially in math, so 
he had been put in a special education, advanced class in mafeemat-
iu; In this class, at the'age of 14, he. Is Just beginning loJeam algebn. 

The campus newspaper at a nearby high Mhbol wife about 2,000 
students recently, carried air article in which fe.e prucipal of ten years 
listed,.as one of his mori important acco'mpli^mts, fee expansion 
of AP courses at the school to .specifically prepare .fee students for 
Advtmoed Placemeot exairis. These are given once each year in May 

.by the College Board. Hi^ scores permit students to skij) the corre­
sponding college cqurses. Wha, however, Noah and his si^ 
Afynne took. AF tc^ at feat.high school this year, in some subjecb 
they were fee only students taking the test. Between fee two of them, 
they took as many exanu as all .tfae.other 2,000 students combined. 

Geniuses? No. The first two years of university instnictioo are 
now roughly ̂ valent to a good hi^ school education' ID fee llni^ 
States in the 1950s. Skippiiig all of those first two years indicates o^y 
that fee student has obtained a reasonably good basic educatioa 

About onerhalf rriillioo American feinilies are now teaching their 
children at hchiie. Though few of these parents have any training or 
.expericoce ,m education and most of fee texts they iise arc at pifelic 
school grade levels, their children average in fee 80th peiCMiiies (see 
Access to Energy 24, No. 8 p 3). as compared wife public school chil­
dren, who average 50th pocentile (by definition). Moreover, black 
and hispanic home school students are as high as white students, 
while in public schools these children 

, 
fact feat socialism does not 

work) why public education cannot be iirqsDved —two million edu­
cation bureaucrats and educators who belong to the powerful teachers 
unions. These people ere firmly ensconced on fee over-taxed backs of 
fee nation's property owners and have no intention of. dianging. 
(Surely there are some good and dedicated teachers in this group, but 

Now, tl^Mucational establishment and fee federal Administra­
tion they did so much to elect propose "Goals-2000," which will re­
quire fesl every worker in America have a license fiom the public 
schools - a "ceilificate of mastery" for his particular occupatiprL He 
may not be able to read, write, or do .arithmetic, but he ̂  tiave a 
license fioih fee state arid a thorough indbctririation'in its.propa^da 

R.cgardiog pur 'Version 2.0 self-teacl^ home' ̂ hciol curriculum, 
we Have been .receiving over 50.'lettHrs. and calls per day primarily 
^m poorly educated parents who deqietately want something better 
for their children - arid who hope to learn along wtfi feeir children. 

I know that most tochnolb^sts think ihat dementiuy education is 
boring - so did L The effects of fee cumait nationwide system of 
diseducaiion are, howiiV!rir,:Dot boring The resulting ignorance in oiir 
body. politic diininishes oiir.propess and thi^tens the technological 
base upon, wbiife we stand, ftuscannotbe allowed to continue. 

Free enite^se made possible our energy technology. Unless, 
however, we return free ente^rise.to our educational system, social-
isin there will.destroy all lhat'we aod our prtxlocessors have buiit , 

SEA .LEVEL AND ANTARCTIC ICE 
arctic Ice Sheet Collapse?*' by Charles R. Bentley, Sciena IIS, pp 
1077-1078 (1997). .Ice that is.already .fioatihg in fee ocean or is below' 

.sra level with.dr^age to the ocean cannot, of course, cause fee sea 
As global warming proptiganda oozes out of govemirient schools level to rise whcfepriitiiclts or not'-'as PetrBeckrridnnexplaiioed in 

(remember fee Statue of Libe^ drowning iti fee Atlantic Ocean'^ and Access to Energy years ago. There is, however, iix in Antarctica feat 
gushes'fiton "pubhc" radio, some scientisKdo. have fee courage to isaboveseaIevelatidis;notfioBtihg..KDom.asthe West Antarctic icc,^ 
resporid. Ah extanple is "Rapid Sea-Level.Rise Soon fiom West Ant- riieet, it rests m a bed on the Antat^c.ro^naitelj rtelts continue 
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http://votesmart.ore/cahdidat'e/bblitical-coaraee-rest/119234/arthur-robin5on/W.UIeezVHNIf9 

Arthur 'Art' B. Robinson's Political Positions 

Biographical 

'I' ' 'i 

Full Name: Arthur 'Art' B. Robinson 
On The Ballot: Running, Republican for U.S. House - Disti-ict 4 

Primary May 15, 2012 
General Nov. 6, 2012 
Gender: Male 
Family: Widowed; 6 Children: Zachary, Noah, Arynne, Joshua, Bethany, Matthew 

Birth Date: 1943 
See Full Biographical and Contact Information 

See Arthur Robinson's Obnoncnts in the 2012 Congressional .Elgction 

Project Vote Smart does not permit the use of its name or programs in any campaign activity, 
including advertising, debates, and speeches. 
Arthur Robinson refused to tell citizens where he stands on any of the issues addressed in 
the 2012 Political Courage Test, despite repeated requests from Vote Smart, national 
media, and prominent political leaders. 

What .is the Political Courage Test? 

This candidate has demonstrated 0% courage during the test. 

•Note: This percentage is calculated based on the number of issue areas addressed by the 
candidate on the Political Courage Test at the conclusion of the testing period. It does not 
indicate support or lack of support by Project Vote Smart. 

Issue Positions 

In response to the increasing unwillingness of candidates to answer issue questions. Project Vote 
Smart has researched Presidential and Congressional candidates' public records to. determine 
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candidates' likely responses on certain key issues. These we provided below as a courtesy to 
voters. 

Pro-life • Abortion; Do you generally support pro-choice or pro-life legislation? 
. Afghanistan: Do you support United States' combat operations m r i 

Afgh^stan? 
^ ^ Budget: In order to balance the budget, do you support reducing defense r i 

spending? 
^ Budget: In order to balance the budget, do you support an income tax 

° increase on any tax bracket? " 
1 ^ . Economy: Do you support federal spending as a means of promoting r -t 
Z economic grov^? 
4 Unknown ^ Economy: Do you support providing tax incentives to businesses for the r •• 
i Position purpose of job creation? 
^ N # Education: Do you support requiring states to implement education reforms r j 

° in order to be eligible for competitive federal grants? 
„ Energy: Do you support reducing restrictions on offshore energy r i 

production? ^ 
^ ^ Environnient: Do you support the federal regulation of greenhouse gas r i 

emissions? 
No • Guns: Do you support restrictions oh the purchase and possession of guns? [»] 

Yes • Health Care: Do you support repealing the 2010 Affordable Care Act? [~] 
y ^ Immigration: Do you support requiring illegal inuni^ants to retum to their r i 

country of origin before they are eligible for citizenship? *" 
No • Marriage: Do you support same-sex marriage? [~] 

Unknown ^ National Security: Do you support targeting suspected terrorists outside of rj 
Position official theaters of conflict? 

Y ^ Social Security: Do you support allowing individuals, to divert a portion of r ] 
their Social Security taxes into personal retirement accounts? 

Key 

Official Position: Candidate had the Political Courage to address this issue.directly. 

Inferred Position: Candidate refused to address this issue directly, but Project Vote 
Smart inferred this issue position based on the candidate's public statements, voting 
record, and evaluations from special interest groups. 

EXHIBIT. -K 
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/ Unknown Position: Candidate refused to address this issue. 

w 
Project Vote Smart's Research: Click on.this icon to reveal more information about this 
candidate's position. 

This candidate has responded to a Pbilticat Cdurage Test in a previous election. As a continued 
effort to provide the American ppblic with factual information on candidates running for public 
office, these:archived responses are made available here. 

(+) Expand All (-) Collapse All 

^Abortion Issues 

Pro-lifea a) Do you consider yourself pro-choice or pro-life? 
No® b) Should abortion be legal only within the first trimester of pregnancy? 
No® c) Should abortion be legal when the pregnancy resulted from incest or rape? 
Yes® d) Should abortion be legal when the life of the woman is endangered? 
Yes® e) Should federal subsidies be prohibited from being used for abortion procedures? 
® f) Other or expanded principles 

® Budget Spending, and Tax Issues 

1) Spending 
Indicate what federal fUnding levels (#1-6) you support for the following general categories. 
Select one number per category- you can use a number more than once. 
Eliminate® a) Agriculture 
Eliminate® b) Arts 

. Maintain Status® c) Defense 
Maintain Status® 1) Intelligence operations 
Maintain Status® 2) Military hardware 
Greatly Increase® 3) National missile defense 
Slightly Increase® 4) Salary and benefits for active duty personnel 
Maintain Status® 5) Programs to improve troop retention rates 
Slightly Increase® 6) Research and development of new weapons 
Eliihinate® d) Education 

/—Greatly Decrease® e) Environment 
Maintain Status® f) Homeland security 

mm K. 
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/ Greatly Decrease* g) International aid 
Greatly Decrease* h) Medical research 
Greatly Decrease* i) Scientific research 
Slightly Increase* j) Space exploration 
Eliminate* k) United Nations 
Greatly Decrease* 1) Welfare 
• m) Other or expanded categories 
2) Taxes 
Indicate what federal tax levels (#1-6) yon support for the following general categories. 
Select one number per category- you can use a number more than once. 
Eliminate* a) Alcohol taxes 
Eliminate* b) Capital gains taxes 
Eliminate* c) Cigarette taxes 
Eliminate* d) Corporate taxes 

I Maintain Status* e) Gasoline taxes 
Greatly Decrease* f) Income taxes (low-income families) 
Greatly Decrease* g) Income taxes (middle-income families) 
Greatly Decrease* h) Income taxes (high-income: families) 
• i) Other or expanded categories 

- Yes* 3) Do you support the elimination of the federal estate tax? 
Yes* 4) Do you support requiring the federal budget to be balanced each year? 

5) Do you support using government fimds in an effort to stimulate and 
® improve th;e economy? 

• 6) Other or expanded principles 

*Busiiiess and Employment Issues 

Yes* a) Do you support privatizing elements of Social. Security? 
Yes* b): Do you support reducing government regulations on the private sector? 
No* c) Do you support increasing the federal mtnimuiti wage? 
Yes* d) Do you support the ability of workers to unionize? 
VT • ®) Do you support federal funding for job-training programs that retrain displaced 

workers? 
• f) Other or expanded principles 

*CamDaign Finance and Government Reform Issues 

Yes a) Do you support increasing the amount individuals are permitted to contribute to federal 
a campaigns? 

BWBir 
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Yes 

No»' Congress regulate indirect campaign contributions from corporations and 
unions? 

Yes ^ c) Do you support removing all contribution limits on federal campaigns? 

No* d) Should candidates for federal office be encouraged to ineet voluntary spending limits? 
e) Do you support giving the President the power of the line item veto for items concerning 
appropriations? 

Yes f) 1^0 you support limiting the President's ability to define how legislation is applied 
9 through the use of signing statements? 
« g) Other or expanded principles 

*Crime Issues 

Yes ^ a) Do you support capital punishment for certain crimes? 

Yes b) Do you support programs that provide prison inmates with vocational and job-related 
0 training and job-placement assistance when released? 

c) Do you support programs that provide prison inmates with substance abuse treatment? 

d) Do you support reduced prison sentences for non-violent offenders? 

e) Do you support mandatory prison sentences for selling illegal drugs? 

® f) Other or expanded principles 

aEducation Issues 

No* a) Do you support federal education standards and testing requirements for K-12 students? 
No* b) Do you support federal funding for universal pre-K programs? 
No* c) Do you support federal fimding for charter schools? 
No* d) Do you support federal funding for K-12 school vouchers? 

» fj Other or expanded principles 

* Environment and Energy Issues 
* 

^ a) Do you support enacting environmental regulations aimed at reducing the effects of 
® climate change? 

^ b) Do you support international emissions targets aimed at reducing the eiffects of climate 
change? 
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XT-, c) Do you support allowing energy producers to trade carbon credits under a "cap and 
fraHe" svctam? trade" system? 
d) Do you support stren^ening fuel efficiency standards on all gasoline and diesel-
powered engines, including cars, truclcs, and sport utility vehicles? 

Yes 
^ e) Do you support domestic oil exploration in federally-protected areas? 

No* f) Do you support federal funding for the development of alternative energy? 
Yes ^ g) Do you support the development of nuclear reactors? 

* h) Other or expanded principles 

*Guh Issues 

No* a) Do you support restrictions on the purchase and possession of guns? 
Yes b) Do you believe that the Second Amendment guarantees the right of individual citizens 
t to own guns? 
Yes ^ c) Do you support allowing individuals to carry concealed guns? 

No* d) Do you support a ban on assault rifles? 
* e) Other or expanded principles 

* Health Issues 

No* a) Do ypu support a publicly-administered health insurance option? 
Yes b) Do you support expanding access to health care through commercial health insurance 
* reform? 

^ c) Should the federal government expand eligibility for tax-free medical savings accounts? 

Yes d) Do ypu suppprt mpnetary limits pn damages that can be collected in malpractice 
a lawsuits? 

e) Do ypu support relaxing regulations on the importation of prescription drugs? 

* f) Other or expanded principles 

*Immigration Issues 

No* a) Do you support a pathway to citizenship for illegal immigrants? 
No* b) Do you support decreasing the number of legal immigrants allowed into the country? 
Yes* c) Do you support establishing English as the official national language? 
Yes* d) Do you support the; enforcement of federal immigration laws by state and local police? 

j/ 
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• e) Other or expanded principles 
•# 

•iDternatioiial Policy Issues 

Unknown Position support United States military action in Afghanistan? [-J 

* b) Do you support increasing military assistance for Afghanistan? 
^ c) Dp you support increasing economic development assistance for 

Afghanistan? 
^ d) Should the United States continue to strike suspected terrorist targets in 

Pakistan? 
Y ^ e) Do you support granting aid to countries when it is in the security interests 

of the United States? 
No* f) Should the United States support the creation of a Palestinian state? 

g) Do you support increasing sanctions on Iran if it continues to defy United 
Nations mandates? 

* h) Do you support the withdrawal of United States troops from Iraq? 
Yes® i) Do you support the United States' involvement in free trade agreements? 

j) Other or expanded principles 
I, like most Americans, do not understand the military actions in Iraq, Afghanistan, and Pakistan. 
These actions should be either explained rationally, and adequately, or ended. 

•Social Issues 

Yes ^ a) Should marriage only be between one man and one Woman? 

. b) Do you support allowing openly-gay men and Women to serve in the United States 
military? 

No* c) Do you support federal funding for embryonic stem cell research? 
Yes ^ d) Should the federal govemment.end affirmative action programs? 

• e) Other or expanded principles 

•Legislative Priorities 

Please explain in a total of 100 words or less, your top two or three priorities if elected. If they 
require additional funding for implementation, please explain how you would obtain this 
frmdlng. 

1. The taxation, regulation, and government sponsored litigation of the American people must be 
greatly reduced, so that our economy can produce jobs and prosperity. 

EXHIBIT K 
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* 2. Profligate government spending must end and the federal budget must be baJanced. 

3. American energy industries - nuclear, coal, oil, natural gas, hydroelectric, wind, solar, and 
other technologies • should be freed of most government regulations and allowed to compete 
without government subsidies or government suppression. We. must allow our engineers to build 
the energy industry that we need, without taxpayer expense. 

9. 
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Although I had never run for public office before, I immediately announced my candidacy for 
Congress again in 2012. 

However, when you take a stand for what's right, sometimes there is retribution. 

On Nov. 4,2010, as soon as the election results were in and they were sure their candidate had 
won, faculty administrators at Oregon State University gave new meaning to the term "political 
payback." 

They initiated an attack on my three children - Joshua, Bethany and Matthew - for the purpose 
of throwing them all out of the OSy.^ad,ua^^|,gh^^^^ and 
research accomplishments. 

Thus, Democrat activist David Hamby and militant feminist and chairman of the nuclear 
engineering department Kathryn Higley are expelling four-year Ph.D. student Joshua Robinson 
from OSU at the end of the current academic quarter and turning over the prompt neutron 
activation analysis facility Joshua built for his thesis work and all of his work in progress to 
Higley's husband, Steven Reese. Reese, an instructor in the department, has stated that he will 
use these things for his ovm professional gain. Joshua's apparatus, which he built and added to 
the OSU nuclear reactor with the guidance and ideas of his mentor, Michael Hartman, earned 
Joshua the award for best Masters of Nuclear Engineering thesis at OSU and has been widely 
complimented by scientists at promment U.S. nuclear facilities. 

Meanwhile, faculty member Todd Palmer notified four-year Ph.D. student Bethany Robinson 
(OSU grade point average 3.89) that he was terminating her thesis work and taking all of her 
work in progress for himself. Some of Bethany's graduate work has already been used, without 
credit to, Bethany, in the thesis of another favored student now recently hired on the department 
faculty. 

Palmer, until recently married to a member of the OSU psychology faculty, is now married to 
former OSU student Camille Lodwick. They are both faculty members in the nuclear engineering 
department. 

It is also rumored that Higley, a long-time associate of Palmer's and who is adamant that 
Bethany leave OSU, may dislike Bethany because of criticism Higley received when department 
students complained of sexual assault at wild drunken parties of OSU nuclear engineering 
students during taxpayer-financed trips to scientific meetings. These incidents may have been 
more likely because Higley had failed to report to OSU authorities an earlier instance of milder 
sexual harassment against Bethany, probably because Bethany - a brilliant but very mild-
mannered, conservative, homeschooled Christian young lady - does not share Higley's views. 

My children and I attempted to counter all these actions against us as they unfolded, but were 
initially uncertain as to their ultimate intent. All became clear, however, when OSU faculty 
administrators abruptly took a further and very serious prejudicial action toward Joshua. At that 
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point, OSU Professor of Nuclear Engineering Jack Higginbotham, who was privy to all of the 
meetings and actions, warned us and came to our defense. 

Professor Higginbotham, who also serves as president of the OSU Faculty Senate and director of 
the Oregon NASA Space Science Consortium, has been a member of the OSU faculty for 24 
years. He has held many responsible positions in the university imd has received numerous 
professional awards. Moreover, he is very widely admired for the many instances in which he 
has given .special help to students at OSU. This is a man who thinks always of his students and 
never of himself. 

Professor Higginbotham warned us that faculty administrators at OSU were working to make 
certain that Joshua, his sister Bethany and, if possible, his brother Matthew never receive Ph.D. 
degrees in nuclear engineering from OSU, regardless of their examination, academic and 
research performance. Professor Higginbotham then reviewed with us the details of the plan to 
destroy the education of these students and advised me to do anything I could to protect my 
children. 

Since November, a remarkable battle has been raging within OSU. I considered an immediate 
' public exposure of this plot and warned the friculty of this possibility, but instead my family and 
I 1 decided to try to prevent a scandal at OSU and save the students within the confines of OSU. 

We fought these unprincipled academics on their own ground and held them off for four months. 
That effort is, however, now failing, and Joshua and Bethany are both slated for dismissal from 
the department of nuclear engineering very soon. Also, unless action is taken immediately. 
Professor Higginbotham's career will be completely destroyed. 

Indeed, in retribution for Professor Higginbotham's efforts to protect the Robinson students from 
these unprincipled attacks, he personally has become the target of a campaign of defamation, 
vilification, persecution, Star-Ghamber humiliation and other career-destroying actions 
pfchestrated by Higley and the other people who are attacking us. 

Now nearing success is a disgracefiil effort to strip Professor Higginbotham of his faculty 
position and his research grante. His career now potentially in ruins, he is fighting back in hopes 
of saving himself and the positions of the students and staff who depend upon him at OSU and 
who may also lose their careers as collateral damage in these astonishing events. 

The attack on Professor Higginbotham, if not stopped, may also destroy the graduate work of his 
student, Matthew Robinson. Matthew (OSU grade point average 3.91) passed up a $57,000 per 
year offer from the MIT graduate school so he could join his brother and sister at OSU two years 
ago. 

Demonstrating unanimity with the DePazio cause, both responsible OSU deans and the president 
of OSU, Edward Ray, have so far failed to halt these dishonorable and illegal actions. Ray, a 
supporter of DePazio on the campus, has refused eyeh to meet with me or my son Joshua 
concerning these events. Knowledgeable observers have concluded that orders for the attacks on 
the Robinson students are coming from sources far above Ray in the Democrat political machine. 
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\ The department of nuclear engineering attracted the Robinson students to OSU during a better 
day when it was directed by distinguished nuclear engineer Jos6 Reyes, who has now moved to 
NuScale Power. The department was in the hands of a group of very outstanding nuclear 
engineers. The ranlcs of these engineers have unfbrtunately been thinned by retirements and 
departure to other universities, including Michael Hartman now at the University of Michigan, 
but still mentoring Joshua. The engineers no longer control the department. 

The dqjartment is now controlled by ideologues, most of whom do not have Ph.D.s in nuclear 
engineering. Nepotistic husband-and-wife combinations and new hires of their own graduate 
students have brought the department under the control of unprincipled people who have 
enthusiastically participated in the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham 

^ - attacks that have violated numerous OSU academic rules, several laws and the most basic 
0 professional ethics. 
4 
4 Professor Higginbotham, Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson can still be rescued - but only 
4 by inunediate, intense public pressure. 
1 
0 OSU administrators think they can violate ethical academic standards of professional conduct, 
y break formal OSU rules and regulations, and even violate U.S. laws with impunity because, in 
3 any resulting litigation, they would be defended by lavyryers from the Oregon Department of 

Justice, assuring that only students with huge sums of money and many years to invest in 
litigation can oppose them. The Robinsons do not have those huge sums of money, and, 
moreover, they want to complete their education - not receive money in exchange for the 
destruction of their education and opportunities. 

If these people succeed, a delighted Peter DeFazio will be able to brag to the voters that the 
Robinson children were thrown out of Oregon State University, t^y else but to fevpr DePazdo 
would the OSU administration condone seemingly irrational actions that are potentially so 
damaging to the reputation of the university? OSU darices to. Ae tune of the Dempcrat machine, 
and DeFazio controls that machine. 

As things stand today. Jack Higginbotham and his studeiits and staff, along with Joshua 
Robinson are in immediate danger. Bediany'Robinson is slated for dismissal soon afrer-and 
vdthout the Ph.D. that she has nearly completed. The dismissal of Matthew Robinson tnay hot be 
far behind. And the danger to Professor Higginbotham's other students is likewise very high. 

Please don't let this happen! 

Please notity OSU of your interest in this matter and urge the university to stop its destructive 
actions against Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson and against Professor Jack 
Higginbotham, the remarkable president of the OSU faculty senate who has risked his career to 
help them! 

Contact information for the OSU nuclear engineering department is: 
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Phone: 541-737-2343 
Fax: 541-737-4678 
E-mail 

Mailing address: 
116 Radiatioii Center, 
Corvallis, OR 97331-5902 

Please also contact the president of OSU, Edward Ray: 

Phone: 541-737-4133 
Fax: 541-737-3033 
E-mail 

Mailing address: 
600 KCOT Administration Building 
Corvallis, OR 97331-2128 

Here is .the..eTmail address of the OSU vice president for- university relations and marketing. Todd 
Simmon^. 

For more information or to take further action, please visit OreeonStateOutraee.com. 

Please ask these people why the destruction of the academic work and careers of these students 
and Professor Higginbotham is so important that they are willing to sacrifice the good name of 
Oregon State University. 

Please ask them to stop the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham. 

If you'd like to sound off on this issue, please take part in the WND poll. 

Arthur Robinson, PhD., the 2010 Republican candidate for U.S. Congress in Oregon's 4th 
congressional district, is a research professor of chemistry and co-founder ofthe Oregon 
Institute of Science and Medicine. After graduating from the California Institute of Technology 
in 1963 and earning his Ph.D. from the University of California at San Diego, he served as a 
UCSD faculty member until co-founding the Linus Pauling Institute of Science and Medicine 
with Linus Pauling in 1973. In 1981, Dr. Robinson, his wife, chemist Laurelee Robinson, 
physicist Martin Kamen, and later Joined by Nobel-winning biochemist R Bruce Merrifieid, 
cofoundedihe Oregon Institute of Science and Medicine, In recent years. Dr..Robinson has also 
directed the Petition Project, which has obtained the support and signatures of more than 31,000 
American scientists for a petition opposed - entirely on scientific grounds published in peer 
reviewed journals - to the hypothesis of "human-caused global warming." 
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Art Robinson's family is under political attack. Please help! 
Saturday, March 5, 2011 at I0:.02I'M 
[Your Name Here] 

Since'tlie November 2 election and-our annoitnceinenl that we would riin again against D.e.tiiOcrut 
Peter DeFazio in 2012.. we have sitfTercd some annoyitig personal and political attacks by the 
DeFazio political tnachine. While these attacks have cost us personally some time and money, 
they were the sort of thing that many political caitdidatcs etidure behind the sceties. 

Unprecedented, however, has been an eflbrt to arrange the expulsion of my three children, 
Jositua, Bethany, and Matthew, from their graduate studies in nuclear engineering at Oregon 
State University - a DeFazio political stronghold. This attack is, so far as I know, unprecedented 
in American politics. 

Wc need yoiir help! 

For the past 4 months, our lives have been so disrupted by this attack at OSU that we have been 
distracted from pur work, including work necessary to prepare for the 2012.elections. This is.the 
reason that you have heard so little from us since the election. We have been working to further 
our scientific research and have made some preparations for 2012, but not as many as we would 
otherwise have done. 

Please read the following account. When we decided to run against DeFazio, i expected the 
unprincipled campaign for which he is well known. I never dreamed, however, that "political 
payback" would include a campaign to destroy the education, career, and future of three of my 
children who are outstanding graduate students in nuclear engineering at OSU. 

Now, the only thing that can save them and the embattled professor who risked his career to help 
them is a public outcry in their favor. 

Please read the following account and then, please help us with your letters, emails, phone calls, 
and faxes to OSU. 

Please, also, accept our .deepest thanks and gratitude tor your support. 

Art 

Democrats Attack Republican Candidate's Children 

By Art Robinson 

Published at WorldNetDaily 
iitt»;/Awnv.wiul..c(im/ind.ex.nlin'.M'a=PACJK.vicwAnaiield=271753 on March 7, 2011 

T/te Democrat Political Machine is Attacking Rcpiihlicaii Congressional Candidate Art 
Robinson's Children and a Distinguished Nuclear Engineer at Oregon State University. 
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Please help save these students and their courageous Professor, 

In an effort to do my part in rescuing our country from the out-of-control Obama administration, 
last year I ran for Congress in Oregon's 4th District against 12-tenn incumbent, far-left Democrat 
Peter DeFazio, co-founder of the House Progressive Caucus. 

Although I won the nominations of the Republican, Independent and Constitution Parties and the 
endorsement of the Libertarian Party, a massive media smear campaign by DeFazio, paid for with 
money raised by MoveOn.org and from special interests favored by DeFazio in Washington, 
resulted in a 54.5 percent to 43.6 percent victory for DeFazio in a race that was expected to be 
much closer. 

Although I had never run for public office before, I irnmediately announced my candidacy for 
Congress again in 2012. 

However, when you take a stand for what's right, sometimes there iis retribution. 

On Nov. 4, 2010, as soon as the election results were in and they were sure their candidate had 
won, faculty administrators at Oregon State Universi^ gave new meaning to the term "political 
payback." 

r ofti 
ley initiated an attack on my three children - Joshua, Bethany and Matthew - for the purposf^ 

of throwing them all out of the OSU graduate school, despite their outstanding academic and 
research accomplishments. OSU is a liberal socialist Democrat stronghold in Oregon that received 
a reported $27 million in earmark funding from my opponent, Peter DeFazio, and his Democrat 

^^.^olleagues during the last legislative session. >-

Thus, Democrat activist David Hamby and militant feminist and chairman of the nuclear 
engineering department Kathryh Higley are expelling four-year Ph.D. student Joshua Robinson 
from OSU at the end of the current academic quarter and turning over the prompt neutron 
activation analysis facility Joshua built for his thesis work and all of his work in progress to 
Higley's husband, Steven Reese. Reese, an instructor in the department, has stated that he will use 
these things for hJs own professional gain. Joshua's apparatus, which he: built and added to the 
OSU nuclear reactor with the guidance and ideas of his mentor, Michael Hartman, earned Joshua 
the award for best Masters of Nuclear Engineering thesis at OSU and has been widely 
complimented by scientists at prominent U.S. nuclear facilities. 

Meanwhile, faculty member Todd Palmer notified four-year Ph.D. student Bethany Robinson 
(OSU grade point average 3.89) that he was terminating her thesis work and taking all of her 
work in progress for himself. Some of Bethany's graduate work has already been used, without 
credit to Bethany, in the thesis of another favored student now recently hired on the department 
feculty. 

Palmer, until recently manied to a member of the OSU psychology faculty, is now manied to 
former OSU student Camille Lodwick. They are both faculty members in the nuclear engineering 
department. 

It is also rumored that Higley, a long-time associate of Palmer's and who is adamant that Bethany 
/^ leave OSU, may dislike Bethany because of criticism Higley received when department students 

complained of sexual assault at wild drunken parties of OSU nuclear engineering students durmg 
taxpayer-financed trips to scientific meetings. These incidents may have been more likely because 
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Higley had failed to report, to OSU authorities an earlier instance of milder sexual harassinent 
against Bethany, probably because Bethany - a brilliant but very mild-mannered, conservative, 
homeschpoled Christian yoimg lady - does not share Higley's views. 

My children and I attempted to counter all these actions against us as they unfolded, but were 
initially uncertain as to their ultimate intent. All became clear, however, when OSU faculty 
administrators abruptly took a further and very serious prejudicial action toward Joshua. At that 
point, OSU Professor of Nuclear Engineering Jack Higginbotham, who was privy to all of the 
meetings and actions, warned us and came to our defense. 

Professor Higginbotham, who also serves as president of the OSU Faculty Senate and director of 
the Oregon NASA Space Science Consortium, has been a member of the OSU feculty for 24 
years. He has held many responsible positions in the university and has received numerous 
professional awards. Moreover, he is very widely admired for the many instances in which he has 
given special help to students at OSU. This is a man who thinks always of his students and never 
of himself. 

Professor Higginbotham warned us that faculty administrators at OSU were working to make 
certain that Joshua, his sister Bethany and, if possible, his brother Matthew never receive Ph.D. 
degrees in nuclear engineering from OSU, regardless of their examination, academic and research 
performance. Professor Higginbotham then reviewed with us the details of the plan to destroy the 
education of these students and advised me to do anything I could to protect my children. 

Since November, a remarkable battle has been raging within OSU. I considered an immediate 
public exposure of this plot and warned the faculty of this possibility, but instead my. family and I 
decided to .try to prevent a scandal at OSU and save the students within the confines of OSU. We 
fought these unprincipled academics on their own ground and held them off for four, months. That 
effort is, however, now failing, and Joshua and Bethany are both slated for dismissal firom the 
department of nuclear engineering very soon. Also, unless action is taken immediately. Professor 
Higginbotham's career will be completely destroyed. 

Indeed, in retribution for Professor Higginbotham's efforts to protect the Robinson students from 
these unprincipled attacks, he personally has become the target of a campaign of defrunation, 
vilification, persecution, Star-Chamber humiliation and other career-destroying actions 
orchestrated by Higley and the other people who are attacking us. 

Now nearing success is a disgraceful effort to strip Professor Higginbotham of his feculty position 
and his research grants. His career now potentially in ruins, he is fighting back in hopes of saving 
himself and the positions of the students and staff who depend upon him at OSU and who may 
also lose their careers as collateral damage in these astonishing events. 

The attack on Professor Higginbotham, if not stopped, may also destroy the graduate work of his 
student, Matthew Robinson. Matthew (OSU grade point average 3.91) passed up a $57,000 per 
year offer from the MIT graduate school so he could Join his brother and sister at OSU two years 
ago. 

Demonstrating unanimity with the DePazio cause, both responsible OSU deans and the president 
of OSU, Edward Ray, have so far faUed to halt these dishonorable and illegal actions. Ray, a 
supporter of DePazio on the campus, has refused even to meet with me or my son Joshua 
concerning these events. Knowledgeable observers have concluded that orders for the attacks on 
the Robinson students are coming from sources fer above Ray in the Democrat political machine. 
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The department of nuclear engineering attracted the Robinson students to OSU during a better 
day when it was directed by distinguished nuclear en^eer Josd Reyes, w:ho has now moved to 
NuScale Power. The department was in the hands of a group of very outstanding nuclear 
engineers. The ranks of these engineers have unfortunately been thinned by retirements and 
departure to other universities, including Michael Hartman now at the University of Michigan, but 
still mentoring Joshua. The engineers no longer control the department. 

The department is now controlled by ideologues, most of whom do not have Ph.D.s in nuclear 
engineering. Nepotistic husband-and-wife combinations and new hires of their own graduate 
students have brought the department under the control of unprincipled people who have 
enthusiastically participated in the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham 
- attacks that have violated numerous OSU academic rules, several laws and the most basic 
professional ethics. 

Professor Higginbotham, Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson can still be rescued - but only 
by immediate, intense public pressure. 

OSU administrators think they can violate ethical academic standards of professional conduct, 
break formal OSU rules and regulations, and even violate U.S. laws with impunity because, in any 
resulting litigation, they would, be defended by lawyers from the Oregon Department of Justice, 
assuring that only students with huge sums of money and many years to invest in litigation can 
oppose them. The Robinsons do not have those huge sums of money, and, moreover, they want 
to complete their education - not receive money in exchange for the destruction of their education 
and opportunides. 

If these people succeed, a delighted Peter DePazio will be able to brag to the voters that the 
Robinson children were thrown out of Oregon State University. Why else but to fevor DePazio 
would the OSU administration condone seemingly irrational actions that are potentially so 
dama^g to the reputation of the university? OSU dances to the tune of the Democrat machine, 
and DePazio controls that machine. 

As things stand today, Jack Higginbotham and his students and.staiff, ;along with.Jpshua Robinson: 
are in immediate danger. Bethany Robinson is slated for dismissal soOn aiEler and without the 
Ph.D. that she has nearly completed. The dismissal of Matthew Robinson may not be far behind. 
And the danger to Professor Higginbotham's other students is likewise veiy high. 

Please don't let this happen! 

Please notify OSU of your interesf in this matter and urge the university to stop its destructive 
actions against Joshua, Bethany and Matthew Robinson and against Professor Jack 
Higginbotham, the remarkable president of the OSU faculty senate who has risked his career to 
help them! 

Contact information for the OSU nuclear engineering department is: Phone: 541-737-2343. Pax: 
541-737-4678. E-mail: |oan.stueve@oregonstate.edu. Mailing address: .116 Radiation Center, 
Corvallis, OR 97331-5902. 

Please also contact the President of OSU, Edward Ray. Phone: 541-737-4133. Pax: 
541-737-3033. E-mail; Dres.office@oregonstate.edu. Mailing address: 600 Kerr Administration 
Building, Corvallis, OR 97331-2128. 
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The email address of the OSU Vice-President for University Relations and Marketing, Todd 
Simmons, is todd.simmons@oregonstate.edu 

For more information or to take further action, please visit: vvww.OregonStateOutrage.com. 

Please ask these people why die destruction of the academic work and careers of these students 
and Professor Higginbotham is so important that they are willing to sacrifice the good name of 
Oregon State University. 

Please ask them to stop the attacks on the Robinson students and Professor Higginbotham. 

Further details and regular updates regarding this issue will be posted by Art Robinson at 
www.OregonStateOutrage.com. 

1 Arthur Robinson, Ph.D., the 2010 Republican candidate for U.S. Congress in Oregon's 4th 
7 congressional district, is a research professor of chemistry and co-founder of the Oregon 
0 Institute of Science and Medicine. After graduating from the Caiifornia Institute ofTechnology 
2 in 1963 and earning his Ph. D. from the University of California at San Diego, he served as a 
J UCSD faculty member until co-founding the Linus Pauling Institute ofScience.and Medicine 

with Linus Pauling in 1973. In 1981, Dr. Robinson, his wife, chemist Laurelee Robinson, 
G physicist Martin Kamen, and later joined by Nobel-winning biochemist R. Bruce Merrifteld, 
0 cofounded the Oregon Institute, of Science and Medicine. In recent years. Dr. Robinson has also 
? directed the Petition Projectt which has: obtained the support and signatures of more than 31,000 
" American scientists for a petition opposed - entirely oh scientific.:grounds published in peer 

reviewed journals - to the hypothesis of "human-caused global warming." 

Article originally appeared on Oregon State Cubage (http://wwyy.oiegonstateoutrage.com/). 
See website for complete artide licensing Information. 
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GEgail Eric Cole < i> 
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Minor Mistake 

Lester, NIchole <nichole.iester@cbsoutcloor.com> Mon, Oct.22, 2012 at 12:54 PM 
To: Eric Cole <eric@defazioforcongress.org> 

Hi Eric, 

it has been brought to my attention that the "PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS" was not 
included on the artwork on the CBS billboard that is located on 1-5 in Sutherlin, Oregon. It is niy deepest 

^apologies that it was my fault, for I vyas the one to approve the artwork and sent it off to production"': If was 
va'h'hbrii^st'misfake with no III intent; .we-iare currently working on a solution to fix this mistake. 

I have attached the original artwork that shows the "PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS" 
and was used on other CBS billboard in the state of Oregon and the artwork that was approved without the 
"PAID FOR BY PETER DEFAZIO FOR CONGRESS" that is currently on the Sutherlin billboard. As soon as 
a solution is decided I will be In contact; thanks for your understanding! 

Kind Regards, 

Nichole Lester 

Account Executive 

Eugene, OR 97404 

C 

O: 541.607.9355 

F: 541.607.9364 

E: nichole.lester@CBSOutdoor.com 

®CBS 
OUTDOOR 

CBSOUTCXXDR 
•i, • i'S" 
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Liz Cooney <Ilz@d0fazlofdreongn88-.org> 

Attribution omission statement 

David Funk <davld@bellandfunk.com> Wed, Oct 24, 2012 at 5:24 PM 
To: Liz Cooney <la@d0fazloforcongre$s.org> 
Cc: David Funk <david@beiiandfunk.com>, Jen Beii <Jen@beliandfunk.com> 

Hi Liz, 
Does this statement cover the situation adequateiy? 

Weaincereiy-apologiza for faijing to inciude the "Paid for by. Peter DeFazio for Congress" disciaimer on the 
digitai bilibbard in.1hfeeorvallls-markai In a,very short timeframe, we created 29 print ads that are running In 

'21 newspapers, .5 pritif biilboards and 2 digital tiiillbo'ards. Ail but the digitai ads in Corvaiiis included the 
. discialrnef. il was an oversight on pur part, Probfs.of the billboard ads were sent to the client. They forwarded 
them to the media representative for the t>ijit)oard company^ Unfortunately, the client overlooked the missing 
disciaimer before forwarding. We were notified of the error by the client on 10/22 at 11 am and sent revised 
files by 12:15pm the same day. 

David Funk 

bell+funk 
RESEARCH • BRAHDING • OESICH • MARXEriN.O 

Our new location: 
44 West Broadway, Suite #210, Eugene, Oregon 97401 
(541) 653-8969 lbellandfunk.com 

iofl 
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Liz Cooney <liz@defaziofbrcongress.org> 

FW: The DeFazio Files: A legacy of corporatism 

Liz Cooney <llz@defaziof6rcongress.org> 
To; Liz Cooney <Hz@defazioforcongre8s.org> 

Wed. Oct 24, 2012 817:13 PM 

I 

Peter OsFezIo poses as an Independent toe of special Interests end "Wall 
Streer. He claims to be 'Independent as Oregon.' Ibe tiutti Is the opposite. 

Is this emeu not displaying correctly? 
^gwltinYpufbrgvYSgr-. 

The DeFazio Files: 

A legacy of coporatism 

Peter DeFazio poses as an Independent foe of special interests and "Wall Street".. He 
claims to be "Independent as Oregon." 

The truth Is the opposite. DePazlo's PEG campaign filings show cpritribiitions from 45 Wall 
Street listed corporations. The filings also show 47 additional corporate and union 
sponsors - a total of 92 such to which DePazio is beholden. 

Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MOt6B84ft^ uF ^ 
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coTupt'on. and the national resources that It absorbs, Is 
a major rebson for the economic difficulties that now beset all Americans - especially the 
poor and middle class. 

An independent investigating organization has created a web presentation entitled the 
"DeFazio Files: A Legacy of Corporatism." The presentation includes a graphic with 
detail about each corporate connection. The web link is 
wn^.PCSIeuth,com 

This link provides not only much sound factual material, but also comment that Is 
obviously anti-DePazlb. Some of this material Is controversial. Our .campaign does not 
endorse everything in this web link. Tl^rik^oefe'how.ev^'i^^^^ theirtre" 

.cbngressidnarbfnce, wh1cH''!is aVc^^ liberal sp'ciaiTst' 
I'dljci^s implemented .;by unprinclpied corporatism. 

We appreciate the efforts of DCSIeuth.com, and we encourage you to support their 
work and pursue similar efforts, yourself. Together we can make a difference. 

^|h.^p.a.Fazjo yoters supbont 'bjs represantatipn of "his liberal .§pcialist.«gen.d.a.:. (t 
^ ho^^e^theyjaisovkney/lHee^eni.^^ are.the _.y 

primary way in which he enriches hiihself pblifiralTy'and personally, they would llkeiy 
.chSrige ttielr mindd th^-is one reason why'efforts like DCSIeuth.com are so important... 
they expose links between Big Government and Big Corruption. 

use the word "corruption" here. Mr. DeFazio Is corrupt. Let us explain, by example,' • 
exactly what we mean; 

When a special interest lobbyist (corporate, union, or otherwise) visits a congressman, the 
conversation should go in this way: 

Congressman: "it's nice to see you Henry. Give my regards to your wife and family. I 
greatly enjoyed seeing you all at the event last month. 

"Regarding, however, this special favor you are requesting for your client, it is 
unconstitutional. Since I am swom to uphold the Constitution, it would be wrong forme to 
give your client the public money and preference he desires, i cannot help you. Have a 
nice day." 

Instead, in DeFazio's office and in many other congressional offices, the congressman's 
reply is, 

EXHIBfT 
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Congressman: "Good idea Henry. Let's make a deal." 

As hundreds of such deals are made by DeFazio, he builds a war chest of special interest 

campaign donors whose cash enables him to remain in office.. As thousands of such deals 

are made all over Capitol Hill, the American people are gradually sold out to the "winners" 

picked by corrupt politicians. Those interests that don't make such deals become the 

"losers." Along with the American people; 

Become A Volunteer! 

People, just like you are helping bring 

honesty and Integrity back to 

Washington D.C. Meet new people, 

have fun, support the cause, make a 

difference in 2012! 

Click here to become a volunteer. 

Donate Today 

Every contribution, no matter the size, 

wiil help us spread the message. With 

your continued support we expect nothing 

short of victory in November. 

Click here to make a donation. 

follow on TwIUer j friend on Facebook | forward to a friend 

Thank.you for "supporting the Art f^Qblrisbn for Congress 
.Campaighi 'ShQuid you wish tp be removed from, this list, please 
click th.0 jink- belpw. Federal lavy re.qulres us to use-.our best eff.brls 
to collect and report the name, mailing address, occupation and 
name of employer of individuals Whose contributions exceed $200 
In a calendar year. 
Our mailing address Is: 
Art Robinson for Congress 
P.O. Box 1250 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 

Add us to your address book 

unsubscribe from this list I update subscription preferences 
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Paid for by Art Robinson for Corigress 

Confidentiality Notice: Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message Is confidential and may be privileged, 
it is Intended for the addre5see(s) only. Access to this e^fnail by anyone else is unauthorized, if you are not an 
addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this o-mali or any actiori taken (or not taken) In 
reliance on It is unauthorized and may be uniawfui. If you are not an addressee, please inform the sender 
immediately. 
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bvC-ooglc 
Liz Cooney <llz@defaziof.orcongress.org> 

FW: Taxation Without Representation 
3 messages 

Fri. Jun 1, 2012 at 9:31 AM 

TODAY is Iho last day to.participate in Art's money bomb. Is this email not disolaying correclli'? 
Visv/ II in vouf bfcwsaf. 

Today is the the last day to participate in our "Wlomentum Money Bomb." if you have not 

already please click here to make a contribution of anv sizel 

Belpw we have included an important message we sent our supporters yesterday: 

of 4 

America's experiment in government has led to a level of individual liberty never before 

achieved in history. We should, however, not hold this level of liberty as our litmus test. We 

should always strive for the highest amount of individual liberty possible. Unfortunately, the 

founder's vision of a self governing republic is under attack by a small group of "planners" 

and "do-gooders" in Washington D.C. 

Our problem is not the 1 %; It is not. the 99%; it is the 0.001 % in Washington who want to control A 
EXHIBIT ^ 
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the lives of all 100%. They seek to enslave us all. 

The planners feel they are smarter than us and that 

they must save us from ourselves... So they create 

their departments, they over-regulate our businesses, 

tell us what we can consume, what we can do in our 

own homes, what type of medical care we're allowed, 

they've even gone so far as to redistribute our 

wealth. 

Worse still they've done so at a great cost; our children 

and grandchildren will be forced to pay down our unsustainable national debt. If this isn't 

taxation without representation what Is? We must stop this now! 

People are ready to get back to an America as envisioned by our founders. 

Because of this, our message of limited government and individual liberty is resonating with "We 

the People" and has created a huge amount of momentum behind our campaign. 

We need you to stand with us more now than ever so that we can strike while the iron is hoti 

Our grassroots supporters have scheduled a money bomb TODAYI 
Will vou help us eontinue the mom'entuni bv making a donation of $25. S5Q. S100. S250i 

S1.000. or the maximum of $2.500 right now. 

Support Art Today! 

You see our opponent is one of the most leftist 

"do-gooders" in Congress, even more radical than 

Obama himself. DeFazio calls on Obama to "act more 

like a Democrat" and he opposed Obama's stimulus 

bill... because it didn't contain enough spending or tax 

increases. 
He goes, to great lengths to style himself as a populist 

hero but the only "solutions" he offers are bigger 

government, more spending, and higher taxes. 
QefazjQ:Sv:"soii3tions";benefit.the..crpny-capllalists and special;interesls tha.t fili;hisjcampaig^ • 

coffers,•••not-the'taxpayers.vybpse ppckets.he is:etpptying.>These';"sdlutibris'F.:ai:e4n.effect.a. 

transfer:.of,we.alth-from.American;citizens to his.special.interest-buddies. 

On September 15, 2011 DeFazio told the New York Times, "I. have been very unequivocal. No 

more tax cuts," and in an April 11, 2011 msNBC interview he caiis for tax increases for "working 

families" and large tax increases for "wealthy" Americans. 
Why is DeFazio opposed to tax cuts?'Secause'DeFazio 

wahts you to thihkWI<nbws' how to'spend ybur iribhey 

bettejj.than you :do:so .he can -give iHo his corppratist 

buddies, who will return the favor with farge doriatibris^o^ 

EXHIBIT (9 
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DeFazio's campaign conimitteerF6r;iosJancp ojpjhe 

Holisefloor bri'June 22; 2011 DeFazio'blatantiy begs- -

fbr more graft: "How about instead of more tax cuts ... 

hoW^about $220 billion of real investment In our 
crumbling'national Inffastmcture?" 

DeFazio's-sd-called $220 billion"rea|.investment.in infrastructure'.'.would go .straight to {hose who 
fund;.hjs re-election campaigns. 

Through March 31, 2012, 50% of the campaign contributions made to DeFazio came, directly 

from Wall Street, corporate and other special interest groups for whom he does favors with 
taxpayer resources. 

4 

Unlike DeFazio we rely on contributions from individual supporters such as yourself to 

fund our campaign. Please click here to contribute during today's monevbomb.. 

Even money DeFazio purportedly receives from "individuals" is crony capitalism in disguise. 

During a recent DeFazio FED report, of $10,400 in contributions from individuals (May 2, 2012), 

$7,400 of DeFazio's "individual" contributions actually came, from corporate executives; $2,000 

came from.an executive's, wife; and $1,000 from a "retired" executive. 

THeSd-.corpprationa recelye special treatment from -DeFazio at public expense.: In two 

cases, high executives in the corporations are disguised in the FED report as mere workers, 

when they are actually CEOs of the corporations. This sort of shenanigan is hidden corporatism 

or crony capitalism. 
In this 2012 campaign Art has been 100% funded by contributions from concerned 

individuals. 
We cannot afford to send Peter Defazio back for a 14th term in the U.S. House. The 

Big-government "solutions" promoted by DeFazio lead to higher costs, lower quality and 

ultimately to. failure. America's prosperity has its roots in voluntary choice and freedom. 
If the momentum our campaign has built so far continues. Art will replace DeFazio and vote to 

stop the swindling of Americans by corrupt Washirigton politicians and work to restore our lost 

liberties. 
Butvf.br this momentum to cohtlniie'. and for Art^t0:r.wiri...we.need vour financial helpi".tbdavl 

Support Art Today! 

For Our Country, 

Art Robinson for Congress Campaign 

Forward to a. Friend 
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'Campaign. Should you.wish; to. be re.iTipved rfirpm thl.s ilst, please: 
click the link belpvy.;F.ederaiiaw. requires iis to use our best refToiis 

'to: colleci'and'report the name,.mailing address, occupatlqniand 
,name..pf emplpy.er.t"" "" 
In a calendar ̂ ar. 
Our mailing address Is: 
Art Robinson for Congfass 
P.O. Box 1250 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 

Add us to your address book 

unsubscribe from this list I update subscription preferences 

Paid for by Art for Congress 
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brCboalc-
Liz Cooney <liz@defazloforcongress.org> 

6/25/12—Fwd: Starting off with a bang 

Liz Cooney <liz@defaziofbrcongress.org> 
To: Uz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org> 

Tue, Oct 23, 2012 at 3:32 PM 

Because of euppoitere like you we've already echlavad many oulstandlnB things Is this email not displaying corraelly? 
In this campaign. Vlaw li In vour browser. 

Art Robinson for U.S. Congress 

Continue the Momentum 
The 2012 Art for Congress Campaign has started off With a 
BANG! 
Because of supporters like you we've already achieved many outstanding things in this 
campaign: 

• We received more than 97% of the vote In the primary. 
• Art released his new book Common Sense in 2012 and we've raised over $150,000 

in order to distribute copies to swing voters. 
> Our Facebook page has over 120,000 followers and is continuing to gain new 

supporters. 
• The campaign's website has received over 20,000 unique visitors this year. 
• Art has spoken at dozens of events so iar and will speak at hundreds before 

November. 
• Thousands of campaign signs and car magnets have been made and will be 

distributed by volunteers starting this summer. 
• The campaign has been featured in the national and local print press and on 

EXHIBFT £2? 
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radio and TV stations. 

With the primary election behind us we are setting our sights on another victory in 
November but we cannot win without your continued financial support. That Is why 
we are announcing a "Continue the Momentum" money bomb this Monday 5/28/2012. 
We are allowing people on our e-mali list to make early contributions to the money bomb 
TODAYI Click here to make a ebntrlbutlbri of SIC. $25. $50. $100. S2S0. S50Q. 82.500 
or whatever vou can afford right how and it will be Included In the monev bomb 
total. 

Click herg to donatal 

In this 2012 campaign Art has been 100% funded by contributions from concerned 
individuals across this country. On the other hand, DeFazio continues to fili his 
campaign's pockets with the money of special Interests with the help of extreme leftist 
groups like MoveOn.org and radicals like Rachael Maddow. 

fodfe 
dlatgMi.S&'During a recent DeFazio FEC report of $16,400 In contributions from individuals 
(May 2, 2012), $7,400 of DeFazlo's "individual" contributions actually came from corporate 
executives: $2,000 came from an executive's wife; and $1,000 from a "retired" executive. 

TfiisS^eSfpo'^tVons^f^fcelve^pPisjiSlllfeeAM^ntltPm^^^^^^ 
cases, high executives in the corporations are disguised in the FEC report as mere 
workers, when they are actually CEOs of the corporations. This sort of shenanigan is 
hidden corporatism or crony capitalism. 

With your help and the help of other true individual supporters of liberty like you, we can 
beat back these forces working to make America less free. 

Please help us make this effort a success by making an early contribution TODAY. Click 
this special link that will be counted towards Mondav's total. 

Remember prominent people and organizations such as the newspaper Human Events 
are predicting a wlti for Art Robinson this November so It Is very Important we make 
sure that we have the funds we need to take on Peter DeFazio and his big government 
buddies back in D.C. 

Please make sure to click here to make an earlv contribution to the money bomb 
today (this donation will be counted towards Monday's money bomb total). 

Thanks again for your continued support and dedication to our campaign. 0(HIBIT 

PAGE 
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Become a Volunteerl 

Become A Volunteer! 

People just like you are helping bring 

hoiiesty and integrity back to 

Washington D.C. Meet new people, 

have fun, support the cause, make a 

difference In 2012! 

Click here to become a volunteer. 

Donate Todavl 

Donate Today 

Every contribution, no matter the size, 

will help us spread the message. With 

your continued support we expect nothing 

short of victory in November. 

Click here to make a donation. 

Fotwgrd to a Friend 

'Copynght M 2Q12. Art Robinson for Congmss, All tights reseivetd. 
Thank ypu for supporting .ihe Art Roblhsori for Congress 
Campaign.'Sftouid you wish to be removed from this list, please: 
click the link below. Federal i.avv requires.us to use ou.r best efforts 
to.collect and report-the narne, mailing address, occupaliori and. 
name of employer of individuals v/hose contributions, exceed S2O0 
in a calendar year. 
Our mailing address is: 
Art Robinson for Congress 
P.O. Box 1250 
Cave Junction. OR 97523 

Add us to your address book 

unsubscribe, from this list I update subscription preferences 

Paid for by Art for Congress 

• Confidentiality Notice: Unless expressly stated othenwise, this message is confidential and Q 
I privileged. It is intended for the addresseefs) only. Access to this e-mail by anyone else is una^^g^zedjf J^" 
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I 

11 Liz Cooney <liz@defazloforcongres8.org> 

5/16/12—Fwd: FW: Matthew Robinson and Beer 
1 message 

Tue, Oct 23, 2012 at 3:28 PM 

I am dsllohted wW) MsBhew's campaign and with his result He gave Democrats Is this email not displaying corracUy? 
In Dletrid 4 an opportunity to vote for a young man who Is 1.000 times more View It In vour browser, 
pitnclpled end ca^le than Mr. DeFazlo. 

Art Robinson for U.S. Congress 

Matthew Robinson and Beer 
The Democrat newspapers are busy spinning DeFazio's "win" over Matthew in the 
Democrat primary as a great victory. Actually, the DeFazIo people are very alarmed. 

Matthew won 20%, 17%, 16%, 15%, 13%. 7%, and.6% of the Democrat votes In 
Josephine, Linn, Coos, Douglas, Curry, Benton, and Lane counties, respectively. 
Matthew's overall percentage was. twice the Democrat registration edge In DIstrirt 4. If we 
win this much of the Democrat vote Iri November and don't lose too many Republicans 
and Independents, we will win the election. 

EXHIBiT Q ̂  
Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 PAGE ^ OF 

'rrr/9^/7nn PM 

https://Riail.google.com/inail/u/0/?ui=2%c2%a3ik!=ec9f32c064iS:view=pc%c2%a3
mailto:liz@defazloforcongres8.org


DeFazio for Congress MaiJ - 5/16/12—Fwd: FW; Matthew Robinso... https://mail.google.com/maii/u/0/?ui=2&ik=ec9f32c064&view=pt&.. 

In order to do this well at all, DeFazio threw a very expensive campaign of lies at Matthew. 
Matthew's campaign consisted of a few speeches and one excelient campaign flier that he 
wrote. This was all he could afford. Thanks to all of you who helped him pay for thisi 

But, how is this related to beer? Well, beer company executives paid for part of DeFazio's 
unprincipled campaign against Matthew. 

i 

(HR 4278,111 Congress) tOi4oW6tiftS*6gionebaejBt59JjigjiRie.§^(Jis^ 
ritirher0us3Jiggr4lateigsts;are;giv4ng49eFaz1cuca,rnpaig.!iscgsb=s^a3te^5^^ 

(I personally like beer. But, I dislike corruption.) 

With3|dbbyigtS:raEe.lsqiic.omm9ri^. 

The U.S. tax code Is 60,000 pages. Why? It certainly does not take 60,000 pages to 
describe the taxes that ordinary Americans are required to pay. It takes a lot of pages to 
cover the deals that members of Congress have made to manipulate the tax system In 
favor special interests that give them campaign cash in return. 

I am delighted with Matthew's campaign and with his result. He gave Democrats In District 
4 an opportunity to vote for'a young man who Is 1,000 times more priricipled and capable 
than Mr. DeFazio. 

Now, I just have to figure out how to get Matthew to endorse me and ask his voters to vote 
for me in the generai election I (Actualiy, he has aiready agreed to do so.) 

Art Robinson 

Become a Volunteerl 

Become A Volunteerl 
People Just like you are helping bring 
honesty and Integrity back to 

Donate Todavl 

Donate Today 
Every contribution, no matter the size, 
will help us spread the message. With 
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Washington D.C. Meet new people, 
have fun, support the cause, make a 
difference in 20121 

Click here to become a voiunteer. 

your continued support we expect nothing 
short of victory in November. 

Click here to make a donation. 

4 
1 

Copyright © 2012 Art Robinson for.Gorigross, All hghls reserved: 
Thank you for supporting the Art Robirison for Congress' 
.Campaign. Should youAvjsh to l3.e"removed from this list; please 
click .the llnk.belbw. Federal lav/ requires us lo. use our best efforts 

..to collect and report the name, mailing addre.ss, occupation^and 
name of employer of individuals whose contributions exceed $200 
in a calendar year. 
Our mailing address is: 
Art Robinson for Congress 
P.O. Box 1250 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 

Add us to your address book 

unsubscribe from this list I update subscription preferences 

Paid for by Art for Congress 

Confidentiality Notice: Unless expressly stated othen«ise,:this m.iBSS.agb,is confidential and may be privileged. 
It is intended for the addressee(s) only. Access to this ermail by a.nyd!i..e'else is unauthorized. If .you are not an 
addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this e-majl or any action iaken (or not take'n) in 
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Liz Cooney <liz@d9fazioforcongress.org> 

FW; DeFazio claims that YOU are a Millionaire 
1 message 

Sat, Jul 21, 2012 at 12:56 PM 

DeFazlo's e-mail alone should disqualily him from holding public otfice. As a 25 Is Ihls email not displaying correctly? 
year career politician, he knows thai it Is impossible ... \^ew It In your browser. 

Dear Friends, 

Did you know that you are miliionaires? This is probably news to you, but Peter DeFazio 

is using this claim to raise money. 

In an e-mail sent out by DeFazio this morning (July 20, 2012 at 11:00 AM), DeFazio 

laments the fact that we outraised him this quarter and claims "Art Robinson's ultra- • 

wealthy friends outside of Oregon opened up. their wallets, and poured money into his 

campaign". He then goes on to refer to our contributors as a "handful of out-of-stale 

millionaires and billionaires". 

Of course, DeFazio is lying to potential donors to his campaign. His e-mail (which is 

short) actually contains at least 6 different falsehoods about us. 

Supporters like yourself are the actual source of our contributions - so you must be the 

"millionaires and billionaires". The "handful" this time was actually 1,562 Americans of 

EXHIBIT 
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ordinary means, whose contributions averaged $110 each. 

We usualiy outraise DeFazio when just contributions from indivlduais are counted. This 
time, because of your generosity, we managed to raise a iittie more than him even 
Inciuding aii of his speciai interest money. DeFazio had $645,000 in his bank account as of 
June 30th, so he stili has far more more campaign funds than we do. 

DeFazio's e-mail aione should disqualify him from holding public office. As a 25 year 
career politician, he knows that it is impossible for a handful of people to "pour" money 
into a congressional campaign. Contributions to campaigns are limited, by law, to $2,500 
per individual (speciai interest PACs can give up to $5,000 but we received no PAG money 

4 this quarter). 

Since we started our campaign against Peter DeFazio, we have received more than 
15,000 individual contributions from grassroots supporters like you. Most of these 
are in small amounts. More than half of the contributions we have received have been $50 
or less. 

imgre"sl®.up.|S,iititbat5De.ijaglo>/,^GieV^ 

About 43% of our contributions come from Oregon residents and 99% of the rest is from 
concerned individual contributors (not corporations and special interests) ail across 
America who recognize that a congressman's actions affect aii Americans and not Just 
those in his district. 

i talk to many supporters every day. They have told me countless times "I wish I could 
contribute more to your campaign, but we just can't afford tool". Many of them then go on 
to teii me that they will send $25 next month anyway. Of course, i always explain that what 
we need is to get our message out, and, if they can talk to a few friends and neighbors, 
that is even more valuable to us than money - since we actually need votes to win. i often 
find myself telling them not to send money if they cant afford it. 

Unfortunately, we must raise the funds to run a successful campaign, or Peter 
DeFazio's actions are going to continue to cause all Americans, including the citizen's 
of Oregon District 4, to become poorer. 

Our campaign, although generously supported by individuals like you, has always 
been underfunded. We find ways to economize and work mostly with volunteers ^ 
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a lot of fun!) in order to make up for It - but some thinigs have to be paid for. 

••••..•yVe;MlJS:iV::repla6e DeFazio>Qur country-can no longer afford to have corrupt politicians 
•We'liirrilin bffice.' 

4 

Best Regards, 

Noah 

P.S. If you can afford to help, please do so "fwwvviAil:F'orG^o.naress.;.coitit:- your 

contributions are extremely important to us; This:v/on't actually mak,e.you into a millionaire, 

but if we can get rid of DeFazio and the-.other .dishonest career ppliticians like him, we wiil 

all be better off. 

Suppoit Art Today! 

Become A Volunteer! 

People just like you are helping bring 

honesty and integrity back to 

Washington D.C. Meet new people, 

have fun. support the cause, make a 

difference in 2012! 

Click here to become a volunteer. 

Donate Today 

Every contribution, no matter the size, 

will help us spread the message. With 

your continued support we expect nothing 

short of victory in November. 

Click here to make a donation. 

follow on TwKler I friend on Facebook j forward to a frlenci 
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KVAL 13 - Eugene, Oregon 

Robinson to DeFazio: Tfou are a 
dishonorable liar' 
Originally printed at http://www.kval.eom/news/local/j05230658.html 
By Glen Beeby KPIC News October x8,2010 

ROSEBURG, Ore. - It was a sellout crowd at the Douglas Couuty Fairgrounds for the ̂ seburg 
Chamber of Commerce debate Monday afternoon, with everyone wanting to hear from all of the 
candidates for the 4th Congressional District. 

There were several supporters of democratic incmnbent Peter DeFazio, as vv^U as several for the 
republican challenger Art Robinson. 

They were also joined by a green party candidate Mike Beilstein of Corvallis. 

Topics that were brought up ranged from social security to timber issues, and the hotly contested 
,^*^alth care bill. 

Robinson spoke against the health care bill and his opponent's votOj saying, "The record of 
government, I think speaks for itself. 300 new bureaucracies who will decide who wUl be sick and 
who will be well, who will live and who will die. That is not compatible vyith a free country," 

DeFazio defended his Yes vote on the health caie bill, saying he made Medicare for Oregonians 
more fair, as well as not allowing insurance companies to take advantage of people; "Have you ever 
been to your doctor when they want a procedure, and they say, "Oh well, we got to have someone 
call the insurance company to get that procedure?" Do you know anyone who has ever gotten their 
policy cancelled because they got sick? It's a dirty little thing called rescission, the industry has 
done it, that is now outlawed," said DeFazio. 

The debate did get testy at certain points, when Robinson complained several times that the event 
was not opened to the public, and some of his supporters were turned away because the event was 
only for chamber members and their guests. 

There was also a heated moment during DeFazio's closing remarks, when he made accusations 
about Robinson's record. Robinson interrupted him, saying DeFazio was taking it 'out of context 

.. j.hey both called each other liars, and there were cheers and boos from the crowd. ^ 
EXHIBIT^ 

After the debate, as he walked away from the table, Robinson let DeFazio know how he fdt Ne^QE J 
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o>f tliein seemed to realize, the ioDdc was still On as Robinspn told DeFazio, "Let me tell you 
something, you are a dishonorable liar;" 

^^Fazio i^lied. "Sir, you're pathological." • 

n 

n DCHIBIT. 
PAGE^diii. 
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b/Google* 
Liz Cooney <liz@defazioforcongress.org> 

FW: Art Robinson Calls Out Peter DeFazio 
I message 

Sal, Jul 21, 2012 an :08 PM 

"The pubOs alreedy knov/s, Peler, thai ybu are a liar. Do you really want to t)9 
knovrn as a coward, loo? 

Is this email not displaying correctly? 
View it In vour browse.*. 

""" 

Art Robinson Calls Out Peter DeFazio 
. '<aeipu.^iGnalr^ad.yJjnp.ws,,;P.e.ter,AbJ.t:y.PU^aje..a.,lia.R^^^^ 

• td''be"knbwn"as a''cd^a'rdrto you -stand up-and debate., me In 

• events-In which-we-ask each other-questions "and the public - freely •• 

admitted to the-event - evaluates our answers? If-you can overcome. 

• your fear; if you can face, me man to man In.actual.. timed; back and forth 

debates of the real political issues r- rather than continuing to .hide 

yourself behind "moderators" and "forums" where rules made by you and 

your friends-'protect'you'from'youFoppone.nt, you might at least rise to 

; thie-.'level-of-a courageous liar.- a level co.nsiderably,higher thaq your 

current situation.-" 

EXHIBIT _ S 
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^ ! ~Art Robinson 

fSee full letter to DeFazio below.) 
July. 18.2012 

Congressman Peter DeFazio 
P.O. Box 1316 
Springfield. OR 97477 
Dear Congressman DeFazio. 

I Your recent "reply" to my debate challenge Is just more of the same sort of falsehoods and 
7 cowardice that we have come to expect from you during the past two years. You are 
^ apparently unable to tell the truth even long enough to amange debate events with your 
^ opponent. 
4 On June 7.20T2 on the floor of the U. S. House of Representatives, you yelled and . 

pointed at a Marine Corps veteran, Congressman Paul Broun, and claimed to all listeners 
that he hates his country. When this Marine challeriged your claim, you compounded your 
lie with yet another lie In a failed attempt to escape from the truth. Afterward, you refused 
to apologize to him and branded the other concerned congressmen as "Idiots." (See 
www.polltico.com. June 8, 2012) 
I know how this Marine must feel. For two years you have told one lie after another 
about my family and about me In your attempt to ruin our personal and professional 
reputations. In my book Common Sense In 2012 (which is now In the homes of a majority 
of District 4 voters and which you claim to have read), I list 15 specific falsehoods that you 
have told about us during your ongoing smear campaign - and I provide answers to your 
claims. 
Also, of course, you continually misrepresent political Issues, too, The truth, when known 
and understood by a majority of the voters, will end your political career. 
Consider just three examples. 
Gas-!gtlR^j;fi^lce.s.Jr^quldJil^^^^ 

motor fuels In ithe Unlted^States, through a permit system, until the use of motor fuels by 
Americans is reduced by 80% - reduced to one fifth of the fuel" used now. How are 

•.sAEneflcans going to adapt to a one-fiflh=ration of motor fuel?" • = 
'"^TKIs'lak'Viiould -cauSe the cbst>of-gasoline .to;skyrocketvto'. more than $10 per-gallon 
a^^lli0l^^s''Kfg[h'W$'20'-pe^ simultaneously with cosponsorlng this bill, 
you loudly complain that gasoline prices are too high and claim that you are working to 
reduce those prices. How does H. R. 1683 reduce prices? 

Education. I would like to ask you about your "no" vote against amending H.R. 2556 on 
September 5,2003, to provide school vouchers for Washington, D.C.'s mostly African 

BMBIT S 
pASE_2;5rr" 
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American students? Parents want these vouchers so that their chiidren can attend the 
better schoois. Fortunateiy, the bill passed over your "no' vote, and, as a result, the high 
school graduation rate of these mostly poor and disadvantaged minority students 
increased and the cost of educating them decreased. Yet, when the voucher program was 
up for renewal under H.R. 471, you again voted "no' on March 30, 2011 in another failed 
attempt to kill this program. Why do you still oppose this successful education program for 
D.C. students? 
You have also voted against merit pay for teachers, teacher testing, tenure reform, charter 
schools, education savings accounts, and state waivers from federal rules. Why do you 
(and the big education monopoly you pander to) oppose these attempts to Improve 
American schools? 
During my lifetime In education at the K through 12, college undergraduate, and 
university graduate school levels, I have taught many thousands of students. So far 
as I know, you have never taught a single student. Yet, you constantly claim that I 
am antl-educatlon and that you are pro<educatlon. (You buttress your claims about me 
by word-searching the large amount I have written during a lifetime In education and 
pulling out of context tiny bits and pieces, while ignoring the rest.) In a free discussion 
about education between the two of us, your duplicity would be Immediately apparent. 
Wall Street I would like to ask you about your many campaign advertisements and fund 
raising letters In which you continually claim to be targeted" for defeat by Wall Street and 
paint me as a Wall Street shill. 
During your campaigns against me, you have received (as of April 2012) $264,499 in 
campaign contributions from 45 \Na\\ Street listed corporations; $254,100 from 67 other 
corporate and Industry groups; and a great many large "Individual" contributions from Vifell 
Street CEOs (the exact numbers are uncertain, because many of these are disguisable 
under FEC rules). My contributions from these sources total only $3,000. (You also 

' complain that independent expenditures fevor me, but neglect to mention your own 
extensive Independent expenditure help.) 

}aigr| cash that you,reci 
ofitaxpayergnpney^riiir^narpslpLQalipo^ 
ahtf 
If you ever face me in real debate - a prospect that apparently frightens you, you will be 
asked about your lies and smears of my family and me. And, you will be called to account 
for your real record in Congress and your poor representation of Oregon voters. The three 
issues listed above are Just examples of many more, of which you are well aware. 
You simply do not have the courage to ̂ ce my questions and to question me in a format 
where we both can freely and completely respond. 
During this year's primary election, you even refused to face a 24-year-old OSU graduate 
student, Matthew Robinson, in one-on-one open public debate. Instead, you spent more 
than $100,000 smearing his reputation, including ananging the filing with the Oregon 

EXHIBIT 
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Secretary of State and nationwide publication of false claims about him and his family 
during the primary voting - lies that were, of course, disproved (and rejected by the 
Secretary of State) after the voting was over. 
There should have been not one, but 10 or more students challenging you in that primary. 
There should have been so many students on the primary ballot that voters would have 
had trouble finding your name. Your policies in Washington are seriously damaging the 
future prospects of all of the students at OSU. 
T^^ej(SiliBii(li'ailread5r•i^<hdWdj^RBfe^/lihat^^ou^%t^'ai 
'b'6\ivardiVtb'o?^y don't you stand up and debate me In events in which we ask each other 

. questions and the public - freely admitted to the event - evaluates our answers? if you 
J can overcome your fear; if you can ^ce me man to man in actual timed, back and forth 
G debates of the real political issues - rather than continuing to hide yourself behind 
2 "moderators" and "forums" where rules made by you and your friends protect you from 
^ your opponent, you might at least rise to the level of a courageous liar - a level 

considerably higher than your current situation. 
In my debate challenge to you this year (appended below and posted on our campaign 
web site at www.ArtForCongress.com), i tried to make this easier for you. I offered to 
attend one of the "forums" staged by your friends for each real debate you participate in 
with me. I suggested that you choose four event sponsors and i choose four (one in each 
of the seven District 4 counties and one in Portland). 
You could continue to read your pre-prepared answers to softbali questions selected by 
your friends in the "safe" environment that you prefer - at half of the events. In the other 
half, you would need to summon the courage to face your opponent one-on-one in real 
debate and without the protection of your friends. 
Your recent "answer" to my challenge is typical. 
You gripe about "partisan" sponsors and refuse my challenge. Yet, in your letter,, you list . 
five sponsors that you prefer, at least four of which are partisan. You say that you have 
accepted these five events. Apparently you are in planning discussions with these people. 
Three of them have not contacted me. 
Let's simplify this. 
You choose one sponsor Mr. DeFazio - any sponsor, any format, any place, any time, i 
will be there. I will also choose one sponsor and one format. We will agree to attend both. 
If you have the courage to face me more than twice, we'll each pick another set of 
sponsors. 
in the case of your pick, you can have it any way you wish (so long as the public is not 
prevented from freely observing the event - as you did in one event in 2010) - designer 
questions, rules against discussions of topics not satisfactory to you and your sponsors, 
rules against standing while speaking, excessive time spent with candidates of "minor" 
political parties who fevor your views, etc., etc. You can have it all. 

^ • in the case of my pick, you will probably find yourself in open debate of the issues 
between yourself and your opponent - fairly timed so that each of the two candidates has 

EXHIBIT S 
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equal time to question his opponent and answer questions put to him. You will not be able 
to hide behind a moderator. After that formal debate - an American custom that dates 
back at ieast 200 years and is today participated in by high schooi and college debaters 
throughout our country, we can both respond to audience questions (again timed to be fair 
to both of us). 
And, if I may suggest, try something new. Try to teli the truth. Your recent letter says that 

. my proposal "deprives residents of the 4th congressional district of... audience 
questions" and that "voters should be able to ask questions." You imply that i want to avoid 
audience questions. Yet, my challenge to you suggested that the formal debate "be 
followed by questions from the audience alternated and timed to be fair to both of us." 
You letter misrepresents my challenge in several additional ways. You apparently hope 
that the public will read your letter (and not mine, reproduced below) which you, of course, 
have published widely. 

You also complain about my suggestion that you accept Lars Larson's challenge to both of 
us (which I have already accepted). You have no problem with Lars. You have appeared 
on his program many times. He treats you fairly and charitably. Your problem is that he 
has offered you and me three full hours of radio alrtlme to debate our differences. It Is me 
you fearj not Lars. You are absolutely afraid to appear in free and open debate with me, 
and you know that Lars will likely permit that debate. 
One of your five proposed sponsors is KOBI television, a well-known partisan media outlet 
that is favorable to your side of the political Issues. Fine, Mr. DeFazio, let's go unedited 
(Just the two of us) on live KOBI television - providing that we accept Lars Larson's offer of 
a live radio program, too. 

•'youf:'pbllcieg'^>lF^ver-tiSxati6nV^ 

do not really know your views and do not fully understand the effects of your actions on 
their personal lives.^ 

are not personal characteristics that they want to see In their congressional 
representatives. 
In 2010, you managed to avoid the real political issues by means of a million dollar media 
campaign of lies about your opponent and his family. This strategy against a new, 
publically unknown opponent was unprincipled but partially successful. You won the 
election, but lost - for the first time in your 24 years in Congress - In four counties 
(Josephine, Curry, Douglas, and Linn) and approximately tied In COos County. You came 
closer to losing your office than in any other election In your 25 years as a career 
Washington politician - and your approval rating among the voters dropped precipltateiy. 
This time, in 2012, you need to debate the issues. If you continue your 2010 campaign of ^ 
smears and falsehoods (as your advertisements so far Indicate you plan to do), it is UiKUIBiT ^ 

PAGE,^0^ 
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own personal lack of character that will become the primary Issue. 
Stand up with courage, Mr. DeFazio. Debate the real Issues one-on-one with your 
opponent. Why not give Orajgon District 4 voters a gift of honesty and openness this time, 
rather than hiding behind Just another false advertising campaign? 
Art Robinson 
Appended Robinson original challenge to DeFazio: . 
To: Peter DeFazio May 17,2012 
Debates between the candidates are very important In giving the opportunity for the voters 
to see the candidates and evaluate them. The voters deserve In-depth debate between 
the candidates that Involves a detailed discussion of the Issues with more than Just 
sound-bites and bullet points. 
During 2010,1 repeatedly urged that you and I schedule real debates - one in each of the 
seven courities of Oregon District 4. You refused and eventually arranged for four "Yorums" 
sponsored by organizations of your choice - which we ultimately attended. 
For 2012, it would be rhuch better to hold real debates. A format similar to the one I 
suggested last time would be Ideal, In which we altemate speaking In intenrals with only a 
time keeper. This could be followed by questions from the audience alternated and timed 
to be fair to both of us. One debate in each of the seven counties would be Ideal and give 
every voter a chance to attend. Choice of a time keeper, exact details of the debate, as 
well as scheduling would be ea^ to work out between our campaigns. 
If you want to hold "forum" evenW in addition to these, I would, of course, be happy to 
attend as long as they are open to the public. 
If, however, you still refuse to hold real debates yourself, then I suggest our events be 
arranged as follows to be fair to both campaigns. 
1) The DeFazio and Robinson campaigns cooperate in working out a Joint event schedule 
for these appearances. 
We plan eight appearances -- one In each of the seven counties In the District and one in 
Portland. 
The Portland event be the one that Lars Larson has already proposed; (Given his stature, 
neither campaign can afford to tum him down.) 
Each side chooses the sponsors for four events. (One of our four can be LarS;) So, you 
would be choosing four sponsors and we would choose three plus Lars. 
We simply altemate. You choose, one sponsor in one county; we go next; and so on. Each 
choice must be from the counties not yet scheduled. You go first. We altemate until seven 
are chosen. 
2) The format etc. of each event be entirely up to the sponsor. Some may be more "fomm" 
like and some may be more "debate" like. This Is up to the sponsors. They set the mles. 
(We assume that the campaigns will be talking with their sponsor choices about this and 

^ probably advising them. That Is OK with us.) 
Ail events be freely open to the public and held In large enough rooms to accommodate 
the crowds that are likely to come. Judging from 2010 and allowing for the Increased^^jgjj 
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interest now, we would expect between 500 and 1,000 at each event. Rooms that.seat 

600 to BOO and have room for a substantial standing, overflow should suffice. (This should 

be no problem except In the case of Lars, whose facility is smaller. In his case, the radio 

broadcast suffices.) We should work out a plan so that the seating arrangements do not 

favor either side. 

It be recognized that these are "campaign" events. Campaigning, handing out literature, 

etc. before, and after you and I are. engaged and speaking wijl be welcomed, but no 

audible distractions wi|l be permitted during the speaking. (The usual adrnonitions to hold 

ordinary applause, etc. will likely be made - and fail as usual.) 

The events be about 2 hours long. 
Seating near the speakers be arranged so that it has approximately equal numbers of 

partisans from each side. 

The events be a week or so apart, with alternation of the seven sponsors in an order 

agreed to by the campaigns. Lars fits his event in whenever it is convenient for him. 

Art Robinson 

Support Art Today! 

Become A Volunteer! 

People just like you are helping bring 

honesty and Integrity back to 

Washington D.C. Meet new people, 

have fun, support the cause, make a 

difference in 20121 

Click here to become a volunteer. 

Donate Today 

Every contribution, no matter the size, 

will help us spread the. message. With 

your continued support we expect nothing 

short of victory in November. 

Click here to make a donation. 

follow on TwWer 1 friend on Facebook i forward to a friend 
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. Copyright © 2012 Art Robinson for Congress, All rights reserved. 
Thank you for supporting the Art Robinson for Congress 
Campaign. Should you wish to be removed from this list, please 
dick the link below. Federal law requires us to use pur best efforts 
to collect and report the name, mailing address, occupation and 
name of employer of individuals whose cohtrfbutions exceed $200 
in a calendar year. 
Our mailing address Is: 
Art Robinson, for Congress 
RD, Box 1250 
Gave Junction, OR 97523 

Add us to your address, book 

ut^suhseribe. from this list I update subscription preferences 

Paid for try Art for Congress 
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EXHIBIT 

Attachment .2 Response of DeFazio for Congress EEC MUR 6846 p/\Qg ^Qp ^ 



Politil-act Oregon | Bloggcrs claimPeicr DeFaao and Earl Blumenauer... hltp://www.politifact.corTv'oregOTi/statcmcnts/201 l/aug/29/blog-posDiin.., 

rouned \if Pc^iiiFanxoii andoitycnU^xxDni 

National States Articles Trolh-O-Hcteri" Promises People 

Oregon Edition The Oregon Trulh>0-Hctur Promises Articles People 

Pundlcs 2012 Presidential 

Elections Locations Subjc^s 

Conna Us 

The Truth-O-iVleter Says: 

Say Oregon Reps. Peter DeFazio and Earl 
Blumenauer are "socialists who are openly serving in 
the U.S. Congress." 

Bloancrs on Friday, August IZth, 2011 in web pages 

Bloggers claim Peter DeFazio and Earl Blumenauer are 
socialists 

IWenl^lj 

Democratic Rep. Peter Dcrazio lias boon 
colled a lot or things over his 12 Icrins In 
Congress - hoi head, visionary, renegade, 
principled, erfcctivc and determined. 

Now, ir a burst of activity on websites and 
blogs In recent weeks Is to bo believed, 
DeFazio Is something else -- a socialist. 

And he's not alone. The posts, all of which 
piggyback from a single oRedng that has 
been repllGnied on dozens of websites In 
recent weeks, says there arc 70 
card-carrying Socialists In the Mouse ol 
Representatives, Including Rep. Earl 
Blumenauer, another Democrat from 
Oregon. (The number actually varies. Some 
posts say 70 while others Insist It's cither 73 
or 76. One post used both 76 ond 7S in the 
same entry.) 

I BaBug j2.p.0!SLDa.tbejVfibs!lEJciLaJico.uo 
! called Sovereign Clilzens Unllnd mentions 
' DeFazio and Blumenauer by name. It also 
• says this: "I'm sure If you osked random 
' oeople on the street If we had open socialists 
I In the US Congress, they would say - well 

only Bernic Sanders (Senate). But the right answer is much, much worse.' 

Share this story: 

Recomnend i •: 55 

Bloggers arc spreading a list of so-called 
soclnllsts in Congress. 

'Ttils.should conic as 0 surprise to absolutely no one," soys on Aug. 16 post on 
rnnservntlvn Bvle. cum. "T>iu radical Marxist-progressives (communists) took control of the 
Dcmocmr iiaiiy sOiiic time ago. They've only become more emboldened with the election ol Barack 
Obama, wlw was.ralsod as a co.-nmunist fram birth." 

In case you miss the point, the post comes equipped with a large and very bright hammer and 
I sickle cniblom. 

While most of Ihc names politicians ore called are opinions, calling a congressman a Socialist 
sounds both emphatic and exact, which always gets our attention here at PollllFaC. Oregon. 

Another thing Ihoi gets our attention Is when a claim gets spread far ond wide. This one meets that 
test, too. 

Here's .s liinn nnsi nn Alio. 17 iw Tnr.-ic mrtin hnst n.in rnl,-ill who.se show aIrs QUt of Fort Worth; 

"The magic number '70' is the number of members of the 11 Ith Congress who are members of the 
Democratic Socialists of America (DSA). These are not Just politicians who vote left of center; these 
are card-carrying members of "The Democratic Socialists of America'." 

j Colall did nut respond to an email asking far comment. And we couldn't reach anyone from 
I ConservatlvcBytc. 

Before we get to our ruling, let's begin with some basics. Congress resets Itself every two years, 
_ which means the current edition Is the 112th Congress, not the lllth. Why does that matter? 

Because the new Congress that begins In January every two years always follows on election and 
some of the people on the list are no longer In office. 

About this Statement: 
Published; fdonday, August ZOth. 2011 at 5:03 
p.m. 

Subjects: Candidate Blooranhv 

Sources: 

Phone Interview; Prank Llewellyn and Maris Svort, 
Democratic Socialists of America, Aug. 22. 

Website, Cgngrwslonai progressive Cagtys 

Email exchange, office of Rep. Peter DeFazio, Aug. 
18 

Email exchange, ofBce of Rep. Earl Blumenauer, 
Aug. IB 

The vfall Street Shiifflp. website for talk radio 
hosts Dan Cofali and Dan Sicwart, Dallas-Ft. 
Worth, Tex. 
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PolitiFact Oregon) Bloggers claim Peter DeFazio and. Earl Blumenauer... http;//www.poiiti&ctcoai/oregon/statemeDts/201 l/ai@'29/blog-po5tij)g.. 

j! Cof^ll aeknowledgas this but then oonUnuas to list:hamBs from ihoiiiUy'Cbnjg^'anywBy Those 
j • listed as 'card earrylng^ socialists who are no longerseo/lng Indude: (tbbait vVc«|o'r (Rorida), Phil 
I ! Hare (tlllnols), John Hall (New York], Alan Grayson (Rotlda), and Noll AbiircremMo (Hawaii). 

a In Hie Orennnlan 

Then there's this; Reel card-carrying Sodallsts say those members, Induding OaFado and 
Blumenauer, aren't Sodallsts. 

The list that Cofail and dozenb more rely upon "Is completely fraudulent,' said Frank Uewellyn, who 
served as naUonai director of the Demotntic Sodallsts of America fbr 10 years until stepping down 
July S. 

There Is not one member of Congrass who Is a formal member of the DSA, Uewellyn safd. In order 
to Join, a person must All out a form and pay dues. Even Vermont Sen. Bemie Sanders, a 
self-described democratic sodallst. Is not a fbrmal member of die DSA, Uewallyn said. 

j The last member of Congress who was an actual card-an7lng member, he said, was CalUbmla 
i Damooabc Rep. Ron Oellums, who served 28 years In the House until leaving In 1998. 

i;i 
Uewellyn and DSA's new national director, Marta Svart are chagrined fbr two reasons. Rrst, they 
have to spand tlme knocking down reports that never seam to go away. 

Second, Uewellyn said, 'If we had formal political relationships with 70-odd members, we would be 
making a lot more money" from dues. 

, For (he record, both DeFado and Blumenauer say they've never been assodsted with the 
I Democratic Sodsllsls of Amerlo. 

ryhlB Is another made-up Internet rumor that has no merit,' DsFado snld. 

'I am a proud Dernocrat who has taken many Independent ^lids dyer the y'oars. I am antl-so 
called free tradcj pro-Amcrtean Jobs, pro-lnTrastruChire lnvement,.pre-fOlr taxation, 
antl-amnasty, iiro-balonced' budget'amendment, pro-Wall Street re-regiilatlon, and pro-audit the 
Pentagon and Federal Rcserye.T am an Oregonlan and an independent thinker.' 

Blumenauer was equally annoyed, 

'No matter which side of the political aisle jt comes from,..this kind of name calling and rhetoric 
represents exacdywhdt Is wrong.with ourdemoerecy today,' he said. fRother.than bringing people 
together to solve our nad'on's prdbiorns, it spreads.fajsc'-anij dlvlslvealJcBBtlons'thrpuaheut lha 
media and the pubnc-.lt is a rnajor dlstractlon from the real wOrk that heeds to get.done.-'' 

Bad Information gats spread all the time. But where did the number, or numbers, come from? 

The list purported to have originated with the DSA says this on page two: 

Q; How many members of the U.S. Congress ere also members of the DSA? 

A: Seventy 

It thon llsK them by name. What It dobs not.soy Is that the names are simply lifted en masse from 
the membership'of the Congressional .Progressive Caucus, a eolledlon of liberal-leaning lawmakers 
that'lndiides OeFaxlo and Blumenauer but oindally, not a single sodallst 

According to lis website, the Prugresstve Caucus Is one of the largest In Congress and works for 
such CBUSBS as ooonomic JusUce, dvll rights and dvll liberties as well as global peace and seoirlty. 
Uewellyn said that DSA supports some of the policy positions of the aucus. 

Voldng support for posllloiis cmbraad by a.group of lawnriakers Is a' routine part of buslness.On 
Capitol Hill and Is employed by erganlations as disparate as the U.S. Chamber of Commerm, the 
National RIRo Assodatlon and raRML. a group.d.evot^ td legallzlns the'use of marijuana. But 
agreeing wlth'some'positions iiacsn;t mbkeio mcm.bc'r'of'Con'grass a-arri-carrylng Sodallst 

Uewellyn says similar accusaUans of Sedalism (with a apltal 5) have surlbnd every election year 
sina 1991 whan the Progressive Caucus was created. 

"There's nothing we can do to stop it, Uewellyn said. 'I can't tell you the number of times we've 
tried to stop it' 

lims'ebout 
^{D!|entte 

weretb.thls 
.• -v-.-, 

'*ye.to mmment on 
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HONESTY IN POUTICS 49 

made no suggestions. Later, I sent him two copies of the 
first edition of this book, asking that he suggest changes 
in any errors that he thinks it contains. Again, he made lio 
suggestions. I did this a third time. There has, so far, been 
no response. 

The 2012 campaign should consist of a public debate 
of the relative merits of my policies on the issues vs. my 
opponent's. That is why I have repeatedly challenged him 
to debate - in public and without the protection of mod­
erators. He refuses to do so. 

In an unguarded moment off microphone during the 
campaign, DeFazio was heard to say, "I can't afford to 
debate." With this sort of claims to defend, he sure can't! 

While proof reading this book, Noah and I noticed 
that I had written a sentence favorable to the financial 
services industry. The next sentence, however, said that I 
oppose companies that make corrupt deals with Congress 
to get unfair advantages and public money. We decided to 
combine the two sentences into one because our opponent 
was sure to quote the first without the second. 

We did, but I don't expect that to deter him. 
The very extreme false and negative camp^gning that 

voters have seen from my opponent in 2010 and now in 
2012 was not so prominent in his previous campaigns.. 
Then, he felt confident that he would win. Under pressure 
now from a real threat to his seat in Congress, he is fright­
ened. A career politician who has done little else in life and 
has come to love greatly the perks of his career becomes 
very fearful if it looks like he may lose his position. 

Too long tenure in Congress creates a conflict of interest 
for every member of Congress. With Congress as a career, 
each action he takes is weighed against his self-interests as 

Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 EXHIBIT 0 
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE 57 

4. Election rules require names, addresses, and, when 
available, occupations of all contributors of more than $200 
be sent to the Federal Election Commission and publicly 
displayed. There is no privacy protection for these donors. 

In the 2010 campaign, DeFazio actually demeaned 
^ and ridiculed specific individuals in public speeches who, 
Q he had learned from FEC reports, had contributed to our 
^ campaign. In 2012, he is at it again, with campaign litera-
4 ture that maligns individual supporters of our candidacy, 
i The Oregon 2010 Senate candidate, Jim Huffinan, 

wrote an account in The Wall Street Journat about his 
difficulty in raising campaign funds because potential sup­
porters were .afraid to offend the current Senator, possibly 
resulting in retribution. The Senator would see a riscord of 
their contribution. 

5. FEC rules allow the filing of entirely bogus FEC 
Gomplaints, without penalty for false and specious claims. 

:Puring;2PlO, the DeFazio machine filed several bogus 
FEC claims against Our campaign that were demonstrably 
false, arid then sought publicity for those claims before 
they were inevitably dismissed by the FEC. This cost our 
campaign tens of thousands of dollars in legal fees, with 
no method available to recover these costs after the claims 
proved fraudulent. 

6. There are no practical restrictions on misuse of 
congressional power against challengers. The first letter I-
received from beFazio in response to our debate challenge 
after wihning the Republican nomination contained a ' 
veiled warning directed against my employer." 

Bogus DeFazio FEC claiihs were later filed against my 
employer, my family, and even against a retailer, whose 
Only crime was that he sells, pur home school curriculiim. 

EXHIBIT O 
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60 COMMON SENSE 

candidate than are individuals, so DeFazio also had larger, 
single contributions than did Robinson. 

Moreover, DeFazio's lavish contributions from corpo­
rate special interests are understated. In a recent DeFazio 
FEC report of $10,400 in contributions (all reported 

7 received on a single day. May 2, 2012) from "individuals", 
0 $7,400 of DeFazio's "individual" contributions actually 
1 came from executives; $2,000 came from an executive's 
4 wife; and $ 1,000 from a "retired" executive. 
1 These corporations receive special treatment from 
I DeFazio at public expense. In two of these cases, high 
1 executives in the corporations were disguised in the FEC 
' report as mere workers, when they are actually CEOs of 
^ the corporations. This sort of shenanigan is hidden corpo­

ratism or crony capitalism. 
In 2010, about 20% of Robinson's support came from 

private individual maximum contributions of $2,400. 
More th^ 80% was from people who contributed $5, $25, 
$50, $100, or more (but not $2,400), many contributing 
more than once. There were about 6,000 such Robinson 
contributors. 

Both candidates were also supported by "independent 
expenditures." These are groups that advertise for the 
candidate but are not permitted, under FEC rules, to have 
contact with the candidate or his campaign. 

While DeFazio gets plenty of help from his own "inde­
pendent expenditures," he became very upset when similar 
help was provided to Robinson, too.. 

Campaigns, by independent groups and by the candi­
dates, are required to report their sources of frinds to the 
FEC quarterly, with shorter intervals as the election nears. 

^ In late September 2010, TV ads from an independent 

EXHIBIT ii 
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE 61 

source in favor of Robinson began to appear. The inde­
pendent expenditure donors paying for diis would not be 
revealed until the next reporting date of October 15. 

Contributors to the DeFazio and Robinson campaigns 
would also not be reported until October 15. All contribu-

.1 tions to the campaigns, independent or otherwise between 
0 July I and October 1, were, at that time^ unknown to the 
^ public and the campaigns, except for their own. 
4 With the date for reports a couple of weeks away and 

counting on fooling the public who did not know the pro­
cedures, DeFazio and Rachel Maddow attacked Robinson 
on national television with the fdse clsum that Robinson 
had "secret" contributors, who might even be criminals. 

Moreover, they claimed Robinson did not even to care 
to know who his advocates were. (I did not know, and 
could not until October 15.) They called Robinson and his 
supporters "money launderers."^'^^ This false claim could 
equally well have been made against DeFazio, since his 
campaign had not yet reported its fund sources either. 

DeFazio launched this "expos6" on Maddow's MSNBC 
show with his ridiculous and false claim that Robinson 
lives in "a survivalist compound on Social Security" and 
the show went on down hill from there. 

On October 15, the campaigns, bcluding the inde­
pendent expenditures, reported their donors, and the 
DeFazio-Maddow road show quietly faded away. 

So it goes with campaign finance. 
Political professionals, in all parties and with few 

exceptions, view elections almost entirely in monetary 
terms. Candidates are e:q)ected to raise lots Of money. 

It is expected that Congressmen, once elected, will 
grant "access" and favors to those who contribute. They 

Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 RAGE OF |[ 
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62 COMMON SENSE 

reward their friends and punish their opponents. 
I would never dp this, nor would I use iny congres­

sional office to treat any citizen better or worse than any 
. other, regardless of his contributions, politics, or opinions. 

The over-dependence on campaign money needs to 
1 stop. Yet, we cannot cast a vote to stop it unless - you 
Q guessed it - we raise enough money to win the election. 
4 • When television smear season begins, we must neutralize 
2 the smears, and television time is very e3q)ensiye. 

Perhaps this book will help. Those, who read it are not 
going to be influenced by television.propaganda. 

When voters learn the.inany ways in which pur repre­
sentation of District 4 in Congress will be good for them, 

^ for Oregon, and for our nation, they will want to help us. be 
elected. Many readers will be inclined to contribute to the. 
Robinson campaign - and we very much hope that you will 
do so, too. You can contribute at www;ArtForCongress. 
com, or by mail at; Art Robinson for Congress, P.O. Box 
1250, Cave Junction, OR 97523.. 

Money should not be a factor in selecting our Con­
gress. An ability to raise money is not a skill required to do 
a good Job in Washington; 

Moreover, the monetary and regulatory rules sho.uld 
be level - favoring neither, inciimbents nor challengers. • 

In 201.2, DeFazio is loudly coniplaining about Robin­
son's financial support (from. 6,000 contributors). Chal­
lengers are supposed to lose from, lack offunds. 

StiU, DeFazip has a lot more campaign funds than 
Robinson because he has spent 25 years pleasing corporate 
and other special interests. The financial playing field is 
not level, but it is far too level for DeFazio's comfort. 

EXHIBIT l) 
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SOCIAL ISSUES 113 

I 

dren and is beginning to make similar decisions about 
senior citizens. 

My opponent has voted for tax funding of all forms of 
abortion, including partial birth abortion, which involves 
the killing of a child while it is being born. I will never 
vote to support the kiUingiaf any child - born or unborn, 
through ^ding the killing or otherwise. 

Senior citizens should be especially concerned about 
this because Obamacare takes $500 billion out of Medi­
care. The intention is to end Medicare and transfer all 
seniors into Obamacare. Then bureaucratic panels will 
decide on the phasing out of medical care as seniors get 
older, Members of the Administration influential in draft­
ing this law make no secret of their desire to phase down 
and eventually phase out medical care as people age. " 

When the right to human life is compromised, for un­
born children, for senior citizens, or fOr anyone else - once 
government decides who will live and who will die, we 
regress toward the past. In the past, before the American 
experiment, human life was held very cheap. 

• Our Constitutional Republic was a great step forward 
in human history with respect to the right of every human 
being to life. Unfortunately, our country has tragically 
stumbled in this regard. A further tragic step is Obam­
acare, which puts our older citizens' lives at risk. I oppose 
abortion, and I oppose government rationing of mescal 
care. . , 

A man and woman who act in such a way that they 
are so fortunate as to conceive a human child should be 

EXHIBIT JU 
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WALL STREET 247 

of the businesses allied with Congress; and laws that selec­
tively promote one company over another. 

This corruption has become So widespread that almost 
all businesses and industries hire lobbyists who pander to 
Congress. Even honest, uncorrupted businessmen - most 
businessmen are honorable and honest - must lobby Con­
gress to protect themselves from'this corruption. 

Also, very high wages are paid to some executives who 
4 have arranged for their, companies to be subsidized and 
i bailed out by taxpayers. 

Lobbyists broker and control the deals between con­
gressional offices and special interests. Various perks are 
provided for congressional support, including campaign 
contributions. The book Capitol Punishment by Jack 
Abramoff describes this corrupt environment. 

the American public has been searching for the cause, "Ihe 
public is understandably very upset about this slide; Cor­
rupt deals between Congress and dishonest people On Wall 
Street are a part of the cause. 

As American businesses and industries have scrambled 
to save tliemselves from this decline, corrupt interests 
have had an advantage because they can call upon many 
congressmen to give ffiem public money and preferences. 

This has not gone undetected. The American people 
are furious about, the huge payments made to corrupt 
elements of the capital allocation industry by Congress -
payments to certain banks, businesses, and other special 

•EXHIBIT I i 
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248 COMMON SENSE 

interests, including payments made to some (only a small 
group) of the special interests in Wall Street. 

Demonizing Wall Street 

Leftist politicians including my opponent are now 
conducting a frenzied condemnation of Wall Street as the 
cause of America's difficulties. 

These politicians are trying to win votes by turning 
Americans against their own capital allocation industry -
an industry essential for providing many American, jobs 
and careers and an industry in which almost all Americans 
have a personal financial stake through their investments, 
pension funds, and employment. 

These politicians are also using the politics of class 
warfare against this industry. 

2n 

campaign contributions from these elements, it is unlikely 
that my opponent would hold public office today. 

DeFazio, who has become a millionaire while in Con­
gress, campaigns in Oregon from an old Dodge Dart and 
likes to say that he is "independent as Oregon." 

In fact, far from independent, he is entirely dependent 
upon the campaign cash of special interests, especially 
those in "Wall Street" for which he has done favors during 
his 25 years in Washington - including interests that do 
little business in Oregon. 

DeFazio is now sending fund raising requests claiming 
that he has been targeted for defeat in 2012 by Wall Street. 
Yet, the only Wall Street targeting in view is the campaign 
cash he is getting from corporations for his campaign. 

ii EXHIBfT. 
PAGE^OFJL 
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WALL STREET 249 

The Wall Street Campaign 

Prominently in 2010 and already in 2012, my opponent 
is trying to convince voters that I, Art Robinson, am a tool 
of Wall Street. He said, in television ads, that he, DeFazio, 

. will protect Oregon jobs from Wall Street and from Art 
7 Robinson's friends on Wall Street. 
0 How does a research scientist and small businessman 

in Oregon become a tool of Wall' Strejet? I really would like 
4 • to know! Raising a family of six children and putting them 
A through college and graduate, school was a very difficult 
1 accomplishment for our family. Connections tq Wall Street 
1 would surely have helped. 

This is all politics. In campjdgn. finance;, incumbent 
career politicians usually have the advantage over chal-

^ lehgers because they have had many years in Washihgtbn 
to give pubhc money and power to the special interests 
that finance these camp^gns. DeFazio has had. 25 years to 
do this, and he has vigorously and successfully done so. 

Yet, we are now being treated, in 2012, to the pathetic 
spectacle of our congressman running around whiiung 
that his opponent (a research scientist who has earned his 
way in life with his work in scientific research and educa­
tion) is a tool of "Wall Street." 

The truth is that I have essentially no connection to 
Wall Street - the capital allocation industry. And, DeFazio 
has extensive connections with Wall Street through his 
25-years of dispensing favors in Congress. 

His claim is an effort to smear Wall Street and to smear 
me by association, solely to dishonestly win votes. 

0 eCHlBIT^ 
Attachment2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FECMTJR6846 PARF M OF^U, 



WALL STREET 251 

volatility and move markets away from good prices tends 
to lose money and is soon out of business. 

So, we are helped by speculative traders, businessmen 
who assume these risks in order to make a profit. These 

^ businessmen constandy buy and sell. Therefore, the farmer 
7 and baker can always buy and sell just what they need. 
Q Moreover, the farmer and the baker can always obtain 

more favorable prices because the traders smooth the 
market and eliminate the risk spread between the buy and 
sell prices. They create, through their activities, a fair price. 

When the Russians invaded Afghanistan in 1979, 
President Jimmy Carter decided to use the incident for 
political advantage, so he banned American wheat sales to 
the Soviet Union and closed the Chicago Board of Trade. 

This didn't hurt the Soviets much, since they just 
bought their grain elsewhere, but it destroyed the busi­
nesses of many Americans involved in grain distribution. 

As one grain elevator operator pleaded in The Wall 
Street Journal, "We have got to have a price!" 

It is this way with most markets for products, stocks, 
bonds, and items of capital required for markets. Traders 
provide the liquidity to make these markets work efficient­
ly reliably and fairly for those who buy and sell - traders 
who are rewarded in profits for their work-

Desperate, to win re-electibn, my opponent is advocat-
ing a tint on market trades that is so high that taxes and risk 
would combine to make short term trades, unworkable, and 
put many traders out of business. He claims that "specula­
tors" have raised the prices of gasohne and other items. 

In fact, it is money printing and interference with ' 
private enterprise by Mr. Defazio and other socialists in 
Congress that are most responsible for higher prices, but 

EXHIBIT Jl 
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260 COMMON SENSE 

I 
4 

Over.recent decadies, American quality has diminished, 
costs have increased, and real wages have diminished. 
With half of everything Americans earn flowing into gov­
ernment coffers through over-taxation; over-regulation; 
and debt service from congressional over-borrovnng, 
American liberty has diminished, and, in many industries, 
we cannot compete effectively. 

. The answer to this is to fire the career politicians who 
are destroying our country with self-serving taxation, 
regulation, and debt. Without big government on oiir 
backs, we will have no trouble again offering the world the 
best goods and services at the lowest prices, while we keep 
our wages high, We have done this before - before the era 
of big government. 
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DeFazio for Congress Mail -12/18/11 Fwd: Fw: Robinson vs. D... ht^s://mail.google.com/.aiail/u/0/?ui=2&ik°ec9{32c064&view=pt&... 

/^ Liz Cooney <iiz@defazloforcongress.org> 

12/18/11—Fwd: Fw: Robinson vs. DeFazio 

Liz Cooney <liz@defaziofbrcongress.org> 
To; Liz. Cooney <liz@defazloforccngress.org> 

Tue, Oct 23, 2012 at 3:33 PM 

/-^ 

Dear Friends, 

The Robinson campaign for 2012 is accelerating. So is DeFazio's. 

The DeFazio campaign is accelerating, however, backwards. 

DeFazio wants to continue America's slide into bigger government, higher taxes, more 
regulations, and less liberty, l^gsisesenasuppi 

SS*T^treet 

i See link 
below; 

http'.//online.wsj.com/article/SB 10001424052970203430404577096631574167496.htrn^jQ^|gjj \j 
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DeFazio for Coogress Mail -12/18/11—^Fwd: Fw; Robinson vs. D... https://mail.google.coin/mail/ii/0/?ui=2&ik=cc9f32c064&view=»pt&.., 

For thousands of years, the nations of the world were mostly ruled by big government -
governments under various kings, conquerors, and tyrants. Wars between these tyrannies were 
constant, and ordinary people were no more than slaves. Two and half centuries ago, a great 
experiment arose in America - an experiment in human liberty - an e^qieriment where small 
government was to be the rule and all people would live in freedom and justice. This experiment 
has been a spectacular success. Yet, there are always those who want to go back to the past - a past 
where money and power flows to those who control the people through vast, ovcffeaching cehtrai 
government. 

DeFazio now claims to represent the "99%." Actually, he only represents the dwindling 
percentage of District 4 voters who have not yet learned his true policies. His actual policies will 
impoverish the 100%. We must not let this happen. 

^ We have been building campaign logistics, our campaign message, and the Internet presence for 
j[ the campaign. The Art Robinson for Congress Facebook page now has more than 52,000 fnends 
0 and is growing rapidly. The Facebook site and ArtRobinsonforCongress.com will cany extensive 
^ and frequently renewed information. 

Our campaign goal is to make sure that all of the voters in Oregon District 4 know our 
objectives and understand the ways in which our election will be beneficial for them, for Oregon, 
and for our nation. Our opponent's goal is to keep them frnm hearing our message and to replace 
that message with a false one. We wUl not let that happen! 

We must raise the money needed to deliver our message. Our opponent spent $1.45 million in 
2010, mostly raised from PACs, corporations, and other special interests he does favors for in 
Washington. We expect him to spend about $2 million in 2012. By comparison, in 2010 we 
received $1.28 million from more than 9,000 contributions from individuals. Less than 0.5 % of 
our 2010 contributions came from PACs and similar sources. More than 99.5 % came from private 
individuals. 

Individuals can contribute a maximum of $5,000, providing $2,500 is given before the primary. 
The campaign rales strongly favor the career politicians who have created them. At present, 
DeFazio is campaigning vigorously using federal tax money. This is a perk for sitting 
congressmen. 

In 2010, about 20% of our support came from maximum contributions. More than 80% was 
from people of ordinary means, who usually contributed $5, $25, $50, or $100, many more than 
once. 

If you are an Oregon, resident, you are allowed a fax credit of up to $50 each year for political 
donations, provided- they are made - orpostmarked -• by December 31. If you have not already 
used this credit, you can contribute up to $50 with no^ net cost;to you (as long as you are paying at , 
least $50 in Oregon State taxes). K / 
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Contributions can be made on our website: www.artforcongress.conj. 

/e are becoming slaves in our own country, slaves of big government, 
politicians, and the bureaucracy they have created. This election is about American liberty. We 
must and will restore and preserve American liberty, so that our country will have a bright future. 

Thank you for your contributions to our campaign. We will make sure that our work justifies the 
confidence that you may decide to place in us by continuing. Thank you for your consideration. 

Best Regards, 
Art Robinson 

P.S. You can visit our facebook page by going to www.artfprcongress.com and clicking the 
facebook link in the upper right comer. 

Thank you for contacting the Art Robinson for Congress Campaign. Should you wish to be 
removed from this listj please click the link below. Paid for by Art Robinson for Congress. 

Federal law requires us to use our best efforts tp collect and report the name, mailing address, 
occupation and name of employer of individuals whose contributions exceed $200 in a calendar 
year. 

Our mailing address is: 
Art Robinson for Congress 
P.O. Box 1250 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 

Our telephone: 
(541)255-2785 " 

Forward this email to a fiiend: 
http://usl .forward-tOrMend.com/forward?u=a08314c42670.c972d435f9af0&id= 
fc2ec250d5&e=8a98a2070e 
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Confidentiality Notice: Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message is confidential and may be privileged.. 
It is intended for the addressee(s) only. Access to this e-mail by anyone else is unauthorized, if you are. not an 
addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this e-mail or any action taken (or not taken) in 
reliance on it is unauthorized and may be unlawful. If you are not. an addressee, please inform the sender 
immediately. 

Confidentiality Notice: Unless expres.sly:-sta.tea oihewi.5e". 'this mgssage;isycoh;fidBnliaiVahd,m bS;privileged. 
It is intended for the addressee(s)'priiy. Ac.G.ess ip' this e-rnajl by anyo.n.ejei'se is iinalilhofiz.dd. tf.ybV are not an 
.address.ee, any disclosure or copylog'b.f ;t.he; cahlents of ihis e-mailor ariy actiohMaken (brVhdt .taKeii) in 
reliance on it is unauthorized an.d-mdy.'.:be.vUhlawfti!. ifyo.u.:are ,no|:a"n a"d'dressee^,;please. ihfdrrfi .lh.e":§^ 
immediately. 
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All across Oregon; people are asking: 

9\ 

Art Robinson on Schools 

'The whole public schod syst em is child abuse." 

'11 hink 1 he public schools should be abolished." 
Lean more about Art Robinson's ooinons on cclucalion. 

Art Robinson on Wall Street 

"Bui what I see in Ihis (Wall Slreei) lel&mprogrom 
right now is o government using a probleni os on 
excuse to grow itself and great lyincieose Us pov/ei 
and I don't ttiink thot shoutdlDe doiG." 

(.com more oboul Ail Robinson's opinons on WoU SliccI. 

Art Robinson on Nuclear Waste 

"All we need do wiM nudecr waste is dilute it to a 
low radiation level and-sprinkle it over the ocean - or 
even over America." 

Learn more oL-xjul Art RolEiii'Hcir's opinons on nudeor wnsle 

Art Robinson or Social Security 

'It is a Ponzi Scheme.... These ent it lenient progroms 
need to be ended.' 

lean tnoie about Art Rotxnson's op-inons on SoonI Srraiiity. 
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Election 2010 

The fight for the 4th 
Scientist Art Robinson is making a spirited run to unseat Rep. Peter DeFazio 

By Susan Palmer 

The Register-Guard 

Appeared in print: Sunday, Oct. 10,2010, page A1 

MONROE — The small group gathered at the Sweet Spot Bakery off Highway 99 on a 
recent sunny October morning listened attentively as Art Robinson, the Republican 
candidate for the 4th District House seat, described what's wrpng with this country. 

Top of the list: the slide toward socialism driven by self-interested career politicians and 
progressives. 

Robinson, a 68-year-old chemist from Cave Junction with an impressive academic 
resum6 and some fairly nonmainstream views, ticked off the top point on the national 
conservative agenda: Lower taxes, fewer regulations and smaller government will restore 
the country to greatness. 

In the last three weeks of the campaign, his days are a scries of meetings with voters in 
the 4th District — geographically among the largest in the nation — as he tries to 
convince people that he's a better representative for their interests than long-term 
incumbent Democrat Peter DeFazio. 

It's an argument no one has successfully made in the 4th. since. DeFazio was first elected 
in 1986. DeFazio, 63, combines an abijity.to briiig;hpme federal dollars with a feisty 
independence that resonates in a district that includes some 6f the state's most remote 
rural populations as well as Oregon's second-largest urban area. 

But this is no ordinary year in politics. This midterm election has energized Republicans 
and demoralized Democrats, with everyone waiting on a sluggish recovery from the 
nation's worst economic crisis since the Great Depression of the 1930s. 

Now the national spotlight is lighting up the local race, most recently in the form of a 
painfully fractious intervievv between Robinson and progressive commentator Rachel 
Maddow that aired on MSNBC on Thursday night and quickly went viral. 

Maddow peppered Robinson with questions about a recent ad campaign on Robinson's 
behalf by anonymous donors, an issue that has received prominent play in the 
Washington Post and the Huffington Post. She followed up with questions about articles 
Robinson has written in a newsletter that suggest he holds extremist views. He parried her 
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questions, declined to say much about the articles he's written, and accused her of 
smearing him and lying. 

It wasn't pretty. 

There's no question, though, that Robinson has made some eye-opening statements. 

An advocate of nuclear energy, he has suggested in the monthly newsletter he writes and 
edits that nuclear waste can be disposed of by diluting it and adding it into the 
foundations and insulation of homes, or that it might be diluted and sprinkled over the 
ocean, or over land. He cites research showing that low levels of radiation can be healthy 
for people. 

Aside from the national chatter — thousands of Tweets and Google hits on Maddow and 
Robinson — it's campaigning as usual on the ground in Oregon with the candidates 
reaching out to voters in coffee shops and meeting rooms throughout a district that 
stretches roughly from Albany south to the California border. 

The two candidates could hardly be more different. Robinson's demeanor among voters is 
calm and he.speaks with a compelling academic authority. He carries around the 2,000 
page. health care reforrn bill as an example of what's wrong with Washington politics. 
He's proiid to say he hasn't read the bill. 

DeFazio, on the other hand, has a lively bustling energy, a prodigious memory and a 
wonk's love of obscure policy-making details. He has not only read the health care 
reform bill that Congress passed this year, but is quick to tell people when many of its 
provisions will kick in, and which parts of it still need tweaking. 

In the presence of the candidates, it's easy to get swept up by their enthusiasm, which 
often obscures the complexities of the issues at stake. 

When Robinson decries the loss of nuclear power plants from the nation's energy 
ponfolio, for example, his authoritative tone makes it easy to forget the nuclear accidents 
at Three Mile Island and Chernobyl, the unresolved question of how to dispose of nuclear 
waste, and the Northwest's disastrous efforts to build nuclear power plants in the 1970s, 
efforts that led to several yews of double-digit rate increases for electricity customers 
before utilities pulled the plug on the projects that came in wildly over budget. 

When DeFazio reminds voters of his independence and occasional feuds with Democratic 
party leaders — voting against the bank bailout, holding the health care bill hostage until 
it fixed a Medicare payment formula that has long hurt Oregon doctors, calling for 
Obama to fire Treasury Secretary Tim Geithner for being too cozy with Wall Street — it's 
easy to forget that mostly he votes with the Democrats. 

Ju.si who arc these candidates? 
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A political veteran 

DeFazio — who served in the Air Force and then earned an economics and political 
science degree from Tufts University and a master's degree in public administration and 
gerontology from the University of Oregon — was first elected to the Lane County Board 
of Commissioners in 1983 before winning the 4th District House seat in 1986; 

He has served when Democrats were in the minority and in the majority, and his seniority 
puts him at the helm of the subcommittee on highways and transit, which will craft an 
omnibus transportation spending bill in the coming year that will require about $500 
billion to repair and upgrade the nation's aging infrastructure. 

According to Project Vote Smart, DeFazio gets high rankings among labor organizations, 
groups concerned with senior citizens and Social.Security issUesv veterans organizations 
and those concerned with welfare and poverty: He gets occasional high marks from gun 
rights groups, but not much respect from busiriess organizations such as the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce. 

He's known for frequently returning to the district rather than staying in the capital. He 
has rejected every Congressional pay raise since 1987, redirecting the money instead to 
scholarships for students in his district's community colleges. 

Four years ago, the House leadership threatened to have him thrown off the floor if he 
showed up again wearing jeans and a sport jacket instead of a suit. 

DeFazio has built connections, albeit uneasy ortes, with environmentalists and the timber 
industry in the endless battle over Oregon's public forests. He opposed the Northwest 
Forest Plan that locked up thousands of acres of old growth forests. And more recently he 
has pushed for more thinning on fire-prone landscapes while supporting efforts to declare 
protected wildernesses in some of the state's most scenic places. 

Spend a couple of hours on the street with him and a steady stream of people will come 
up to chat about politics or old cars or biking or Social Security. 

An entrepreneurial scientist 

Robinson entered the campaign relatively unknown in Oregon, but with a nationwide 
base of support and a unique personal story that has touched maiiy voters. 

With a bachelor's degree in chemistry from the California Institute of Technology and a 
doctorate in chemistry from the University of California, San Diego, Robinson did 
research with Nobel Prize laureate Linus Pauling in the 1970s before a scientific 
falling-out and a lawsuit drove the two apart. 

He brought his family to Cave Junction in 1980 and Created his own nonprofit Institute of 
Science and Medicine. Its broad but secret donor base gives annual funding in the range 
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^ of $500,000 to $700,000, according to its filings with the IRS. The institute pays 
Robinson $56,000 a year, and his son Noah Robinson $70,000 a year, according to the 
most recent filings. Robinson's scientific work focuses on the mechanisms of aging and 
the diseases, such as Alzheimer's, associated with aging. 

Following the sudden death of his wife in 1988, Robinson also created his own 
home-school curriculum to educate his six children, one based on the basics of math, 
reading and writing. Robinson sells the curriculum, which has proved popular among 
conservative families who home-school their children. 

He can point to his children as proof of the concept. One son has a doctorate in chemistry, 
another has a veterinary degree; and two others are studying science at Oregon State 
University. 

In the past decade, Robinson has caused a fuss among climate scientists by collecting 
. signatures from more than 30,000 people, many with advanced degrees in science and 
f engineering, who say that there is no scientific consensus that global warming is caused 

by human actions. 

Robinson said he and his son Noah, also a chemist in his own right, came to that 
conclusion after writing an exhaustive review of climate change research. 

1 

But many of those actually working in the field of climate studies say the Robinsons' 
petition and report are flawed, 

"The scientific content of the article is essentially nil, except that it's a great teaching 
example of how to do junk science to support contrarian ideas," said Patrick Bartlein, a 
paleoclimatoligist at the University of Oregon. 

The petition effort has resulted in accusations that Robinson is being paid by the oil 
industry, but Robinson said thatmeither he nor his institute have received any money fium 
the hydrocarbon or energy industries, not even in the form of lecture honorariums. 

"A little hyperbole" 

But it may be Robinson's subscription newsletter— "Access to Energy" — that has 
given his opponent the most ammunition against him. . 

In Robinson's campaign speeches, he calls for returning education to the control of local 
school boards and parent-teacher associations, and shutting down the U.S. Department of 
Education. 

Bui his "Access to Energy" writings on the subject are much more strident. He has 
periodically called for abolishing public schools themselves and letting an education 
system be created by the free enterprise marketplace. He has referred to the nation's 
schools as tax-financed socialism, and described public schools as the nation's most 

EXHIBIT X 
Attachment 2 Response of DeFazio for Congress FEC MUR 6846 j^oO. 



widespread and devastating form of child abuse and racism. 

Robinson defends the writing — composed years ago — as typical of someone who's not 
running for public office and who feels passionately about the declining quality of 
education in the nation. 

"I've used a little hyperbole from time to time/' he said. 

His writing about the potential uses of radioactive waste also have raised eyebrows. 

In a 2006 edition of the newsletter, Robinson speculated that radioactive water found 
beneath nuclear power plants in Califomia mi^t prove valuable in Oregon because of 
recent research suggesting a health benefit to low-level radiation exposure. Oregon has 
less background radiation than other states and therefore fewer natural health benefits, 
Robinson wrote. 

In a 2003 newsletter, Robinson speculated that diluted radioactive waste might be stored 
safely in concrete foundations and insulation of homes and buildings, with a net health 
benefit for people. 

J Robinsons now says the proposals were merely speculative, and based on research by 
Bernard Cohen, professor emeritus of physics at the University of Pittsburgh. 

As a Congressional candidate, Robinson said he's focused on the pragmatics of what an 
elected official can actually do. Closing government agencies is one of the options, he 
said. 

Along with his lower taxes, fewer regulations and small government stand, Robinson said 
he has a two-tier proposal for shrinking the federal budget. 

Some federal agencies — such as the Department of Education and the Environmental 
Protection Agency, should just be shut down, he said. 

Other programs would need a more careful rollback. Food stamps, for example, would 
require a more gradual approach to avoid chaos and hardship for those who rely on them, 
he said. 

Social Security should be considered a contract between the government and those who 
already have paid into the system, he said. But Robinson thinks it should eventually be 
phased out, letting people invest their own money to create savings for their old age. 

Two views on Social Security 

The small-government message resonated with many among a group of SO people who 
came to hear Robinson speak in Springfield last week. 
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^ "You're going to get elected," Springfield resident Lela Trope told Robinson during the 
question and answer session. 

But others in the audience had reservations. 

One woman wondered what would, happen to her under a privatized system if she 
invested badly and lost her savings. 

"You'd have to rely on your family and friends," Robinson told her. 

DeFazio rejects the notion of privatizing Social Security and can describe the many 
different ways it would cost the country money to make the transition. 

Social Security came about because people in the 1930s "got tired of seeing senior 
citizens selling pencils on the comer," he said. 

Few voters will actually venture very deep into policy discussions when deciding which 
candidate to back, said William Lunch, head of the Political Science Department at 
Oregon State University. 

"If you say, 'Hey, there's a political meeting wjth an important set of consequences for 
the country and your life ... you might as well invite people to go to their dentist's office 
for a root canal," he said. 

Still, people have been showing up to hear the candidates. In Monroe this week, Dave and 
Jan Habbestad, retired owners of a cherry farm supply business, were among 20 who 
came to listen to Robinson. 

Dave Habbestad liked the candidate's opposition to budget earmarks and the promise that 
Robinson v/ould vote against any bill containing such spending provisions. 

Jan Habbestad wasn't as happy with Robinson's response to her question about how to 
help small businesses that can't get loans right now. 

"If I were a small business, a loan is the last thing I'd need," Robinson told her. 

"He answers my letters" 

DeFazio, on a recent day of campaigning, fielded questions about transportation, 
cap-and-trade policies for greenhouse gas emissions (which he opposes), and the vexjng 
prescription drug "donut hole" that leaves some Medicare recipients with a big bill. 

Diane Ballou, a Eugene nurse, caught up with DeFazio at a ftindraising breakfast for 
Committed Partners for Youth and described how she has continued to work because her 
retired husband needs the additional health care coverage her Job provides. They're the 
ones with the "donut hole" problem. 
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"We love Peter DeFazio," Ballou said. "He answers my letters eveiy time 1 have a 
concern." 

Later, at a street fair at the University of Oregon, DeFazio walked among the food booths 
strung along 13th Avenue and invited students to register to vote. 

Few paid much attention, but one student, Joe McGinley, a junior studying public policy, 
took the opportunity to register and to quiz DeFazio. 

"Are you doing anything to help support high-speed rail in the Northwest?" McGinley 
asked. 

DeFazio gave him the short answer: Of $500 billion in proposed transportation spending, 
$50 billion would go to high-speed rail, but the Northwest would haye to compete with 
other regions for the money, he said. 

Is there a timeline, Mc-Ginley wanted to know. 

.A decade, DeFazio answered, to get a train that could travel from Eugene to Seattle in 
three hours. If the political/revenue stars align. 

Getting the transportation bill passed is one of DeFazio's top agenda items should voters 
send him back to Washington, 

Equally important is stabilizing the funding for Oregon epunties that are dependent on 
timber revenue from public forests. DeFaziq said he's workihg on a plan that gives the 
counties more funding options and that-marries recent forest management proposals from 
natural resource experts that wOuld aljow thinningof small-diameter tree^and eyen some, 
larger trees on some federal land, vyhiie protecting Older stands currently in reserve under 
the Northwest Forest Plan. 

Oregon's forests are also at the top of Robinson's agenda. He believes the government 
has inappropriately locked up the nation's publicly owned natural resources, its trees and 
minerals and water. 

"Public lands have become government lands," he said. He wants to see logging and 
mining increased on federal lands. 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT PGR THE STATE OF OREGON 
COUNTY OF JOSEPHINE ' 

ART ROBINSON, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

PETER DEFAZIO, 
JOHN DOES, 1, 2, and 3, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 12CV1144 

SECOND DECLARATION OF 
LINDA K. WILLIAMS 
IN SUPPORT OF STATEMENT 
OF ATTORNEY FEES AND 
COSTS 

I, LINDA K. WILLIAMS, make the following statements in support of 

Defendant's Statement of Attorn^ Fees, Costs and Disbursements^ Defendant's 

Motion for Leave to Reply to Plaintiff's Opposition to Request for Awards of Stated 

Costs, Disbursements, and Attorney Fees and Proffered Reply Memorandum', and 

Defendant's Supplemental Statement of Attorney Fees filed this date. 

REQUEST FOR SUPPLEMENTAL ATTORNEY FEES. 

1. I had initially not sought compensation for the materials in preparation for the 

request for award of fees in this case, in an effort to avoid "fees on fees." In 

this Supplemental Statement of Attorney fees I do not seek compensation for 

the time invested in preparing the Reply to the extent it involved routine legal 

research on well-known fee factors, the meaning and application of ORS 

31.150, er seq., or responding to legal argument by Plaintiff. 
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2. I do seek compensation for the time invested in refuting scandalous argument 

about attorney misconduct. Plaintiff in his Memorandum in Opposition to 

Defendant's Memorandum in Support of Award of Attorney Fees and Costs 

(hereinafter "Opposition") accused Defense Counsel and Defendant of lying to 

the Court about the nature of the Retainer and the relationships among Defense 

Counsel and Defendant. 

3. I also seek compensation for responding to nonsensical argument in the 

Opposition about a cabal involving the attorneys and the Independent Party of 

Oregon, a minor political party. The Opposition^ description of the party 

nominating process in 2012 is garbled and inaccurate. Unsupported and 

irrelevant argument that impugns the integrity of all those involved could not 

go uncorrected. 

ATTACHMENTS TO THIS DECLARATION 

4. The following are true: Qopies of materials from my files I generated; or which 
I have personally maintained in my files from other cases; or which I obtained 
from sburces as. indicated: 

A. My personally maintained supplemental time records Exhibit AA 

B. True copy of email press release sent to me by 
Alt Robinson for Congress time-stamped 
"10/22/2012 10:17 AM" Exhibit BE 

C. True copy of the unsigned Complaint in this cause, 
printed from the link provided to me at p. 4 
of the press release at. Ex. BB Exhibit CC 

D. True Copy of the Retainer Agreement in this cause 
countersigned by Defendant Exhibit DD 

Page 2 SECOND DECLARATION OF LINDA K. WILLIAMS IN 
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E. 

F. 

G. 

H. 

I. 

J. 

True Copy of email cc'd to me at "10/22/2012 4:29 PM" 
to which the scanned copy of Ex. DD was attached ....... Exhibit EE 

True copy of Declaration, of Julie Anne Smith 
(August 20, 2012), filed in Beaverton Grace .Bible Church v. 
Julie Anne Smith, et al., Washington C'ly Cir. Ct 
Case No. C121174CV Exhibit FF 

True Copy of print out from ".OpenSecrets.org" a project 
oiF the nonprofit Center for Responsiye FoIitics, available at 
http://www.opensecrets.org/pfds/overview.php7type=W&year=2011 &filter 
=C .. Exhibit GO 

Article from the Coos BAY WORLD, January 20, 2010 .... Exhibit HH 

Peter DeFazio statement in 2012 Oregon Voters Pamphlet, 
available at 
http.7/oregpnvotes.org/pages/history/archive/mayl52012/guide/eng/votersg 
uide.html#Peter%20A%20beFazio ! Exhibit II 

Email thread starting with message by me time-stamped 
"6/16/2012 8:31 PM" and concluding with message 
from me at "6/26/2012 10:52 AM" Exhibit JJ 

THE NATURE OF THE REPRESENTATION IN THIS CASE 
* 

5. 1 have Redacted Exhibit EE to protect work product. I include this email only 

to forestall any accusations of "deceit," "perjury," and "lying" so casually and 

repeatedly made by Plaintiff in his Declarations and by opposing counsel in 

the Opposition. 

6. In II 16 of my Declaration of Linda K. Williams in Support of Stateinent of 

Attorney Fees and Costs in this case, I stated: 

My attorney fee agreement with this client is entirely contingent upon 
success and limited to those fees awarded by the Court. I have not been 
compensated for any of the hours shown on my time records, or any tirhe 
expended herein, nor any of the expenses 1 have verified and. which I 
seek as costs. 
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29. 

Declaration of Peter DeFazio in Support of Attorney Fee Request ^ 6 stated: 

All three attorneys agreed tb represent me on double contingency: 
the contingency of success and accepting i^e amounts awarded by 
the court, if the defense was. successful. 

7. Plaintiff has accused me and Defendant of lying about the nature of the fee 

retainer in this case. This is false and offensive. The Retainer (Ex. EE) 

follows the template I have used in a number of cases where I have defended 

persons under Oregon's anti-SLAPP statute. The only changes I make to the 

template are to reflect the parties and particular lawsuit at issue. See Ex. FF, ^ 

7. 

ORS 2d.075(2)(D) FACTOR. 

8. The fee factor set out at ORS 20.075(2(d) includes the amount at issue and the 

results obtained. The result in this case relieved Defendant from potential 

devastating financial liability, as well as from on-going litigation costs. 

Exhibits GG-II show that the amount sought ($1 millinnof economic damages 

on each of two claims plus noneconomic damages to be determined) would 

have wiped most if not all of Defendant's net worth, itself diminished by 

$350,000 by the Oregon scholarships he has funded by foregoing pay raises for 

members of Congress over the years as set out in Exhibits HH and II. 

FORMATION AND GOVERNANCE OF THE INDEPENDENT PARTY OF 
OREGON. 

9. The Independent Party of Oregon ("IPO") is the third largest political party in 

the State of Oregon, with approximately 96,000 current registrants. It was duly 
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certified in January 20Q7, after submittal of over 26,000 signatures gathered in 

2006. 

10. A petition to form a minor political party does not have, incorporators or 

"founders/' Instead, the petition needs a "sponsor.'' I was the only sponsor of 

the petition to create IPQ. 

11. The focus of IPO is to (1) offer more choices than the current 2-party system 

allows, particularly in state legislative races where many seats have only one 

candidate in the general election, and (2) continue to urge state-level campaign 

finance reform measures. 

12. Under the bylaws, the IPO candidate nomination process is delegated to the 

entity called the IPO Caucus, which is comprised of live or more persons 

elected by the IPO membership. In the 2012 election cycle, the persons who 

comprised this IPO Caucus were: Joan Horton, Sal Peralta, Travis Diskin, 

Daniel Meek, and myself. 

13. To encourage more competition in elections for partisM office, the party has, 

since its inception, allowed in its bylaws for non-members to compete for IPO 

nominations, through a showing of good cause. 

14. I drafted the initial Bylaws. Under those bylaws and in every amendment 

since 2007, there has been a provision for potential waivers of membership 

requirement for candidates: 

y.C(2) Qualifications of Nominee to be a candidate of the 
IPO for elective office. 

To be qualified as a candidate, a nominee for an elective office 
must have been a member in good standing of the IPO for at 
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1 least six months at the time of the nominating caucus or 
2 convention, unless the IPO Caucus, by unanimous vote, waives 
3 this requirement for good cause, and may be ^ked to respond 
4 to questions on specific issues and positions relevant to the 
5 office sought. 
6 
7 15. During July 2010, the IPO held the first in the nation secure online binding 

8 party nominating election. The software and security for the election were 

9 provided by a third-party vendor, EveiyOne Counts, for the discounted contract 

10 term of $10,000. At the time, there were about 55,000 IPO members eligible 

4 11 to vote. Mailing of password for secure login to the election site and other 

12 statutory notices cost about an additional $6,000. 

13! 16. EveryOne counts did not offer a similar discount for the 2012 election cycle. 

14 i A volunteer created voting software, investing hundreds of hours. There were 

151 many design problems to solve, as for example, to produce a ballot. 

16 i particularized to the geopolitical district in which each voter resides (so that a 
r 

I-. 

17! voter does not get a ballot with all 45 races for seats in the Oregon 
i 

181 Legislature. 

19 j 17. For a number Of reasons, including (1) no IPO member was seeking any 

20 federal office, (2) limited volunteer resources to conduct the election, and (3) 

21 the desire to concentrate on state races which have more relevance to state 

22 campaign finance reform, the IPO Caucus decided to not run primary elections 

23 for any federal office in the 2012 cycle and thus did not waive the membership 

24 requirement for any potential candidate for Congress or President of the United 

25. States. 
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1 18. Consistent with that decision, the IPO terminated its Federal State Party 

2 Committee Political Committee with the Federal Election Commission. 

3 19. The potential candidates for 2012 nomination to federal offices were each 

4 notified of this decision by an email notice from me on June 16, 2012. On 

5 June 17, Mr. Moah Robinson (son of Plaintiff) demanded a "more detailed" 

6 explanation from another IPO officer (Sal Peralta) and asserted that the 

7 decision to not "waive" the membership requirement for Art Robinson to 

^ 8. compete for the 4th Congressional district was a "new procedure." On June 

9 25, Sal Peralta responded that no IPO member had sought any federal office, 

10 and the IPO Caucus was not conducting any federal nomination election. 

11 There was a further exchange of emails with Noah Robinson. On June 26, 1 

12 also responded to Noah Robinson. I have attached a copy of the email I sent as 

13 part of the email thread responding to Mr. Noah Robinson as Exhibit JJ. 

14 
15 I hereby declare that the above statement is true to the best of my 
16 knowledge and belief and that I understand that it is made for use as evidence 
17 in court and is subject to penalty for perjury. 
1:8; 
19 
20 Dated: July 9, 2013 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 Signed in Portland, Oregon 
27 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE STATE OF OREGON 
COUNTY OF WASHINGTON 

BEAVERTON GRACE BIBLE 
CHURCH, an Oregon non-proGt 
organization, and CHARLES O'NEAL, 
an individnal, 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

JULIE ANNE SMITH, HANNAH 
SMITH, KATHY STEPHENS, JASON 
STEPHENS, and MEAGHAN 
VARELA, individuals, 

Defendants. 

Case No. CI21174CV 

DECLARATION OF 
JULIE ANNE SMITH 
IN SUPPORT OF AWARD OF 
ATTORNEY'S FEES 

I, Julie Aime Smith, do declare:. 

1. I am the same Julie Anne Smith who is one of the defendants in the 
above-captioned case and have previously filed a declaration herein. 

2. Our family has one wage-earner outside the home, my husband. We have six 
children living at home, one who is an adult college student. We currently live in 
the Tri-Cities of Washington. 

3. I have never previously been involved in any legal proceedings. When served 
with the subpoena in this suit, I asked friends, searched the internet, and tried to 
find attorney representation in Oregon. 

4. I recall talking to about 5 or so Oregon law offices over the phone. Attorneys I 
cont^ted wanted retainers from $5000 to $ 10^000, others either were not 
prepared to undertake the representation or would do so only a for-fee basis and 
charge for the time spent evaluating the case regardless of whether they agreed to 
undertake my representation. 

5. Coming up with a retainer and monthly payments for representation would have 
been a great hardship for my family. 

6. One attorney who looked at the complaint encouraged me to find an attorney 
familiar with anti-SLAPP law in Oregon and internet research showed news 

• accounts for Linda Williams and a "Twitter" defamation case, 
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7. Attoriiey Linda WUliams revibwed the complaiiiii: nnd my online, entries and 
agrbed^tb rbpresent me,3and my daughter, Hannah Siliith, on a Gontihgent fee 
bjasis, that any award. of lFees wbuld bft Gontingen^^ success-, ;and further, .she 
agreed, to accept the. reasonable fees; awarded by the court against the opposing 
party as fuU.compensation widiput seeking fuiiier cbmpen'sation Ijom my family. 

I hereby declare that the above statement is trne to the best of my knowledge and 
belief, and that I understand that It Is made for use as evidence in court and is 
subject to penalty for perjuiy. 

Dated: August 2012 

Signed in Benton County, Washington 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I served a true copy of the foregoing: 

DECLARATION OF JULIE ANNE SMITH (dated, August 5, 2012) 

by depositing a true copy, first class postage prepaid, of each document in a sealed 
envelope in the US Mail at Portland, Oregon, this date addressed to 

Jason Alexander 
Sussman Shank, LLP 
1000 SW Broadway Ste 1400 
Portland, OR 97205 

Erik 8. Syverson 
Miller Barondess, LLP 
1999 Avenue oif the Stars, Ste 1000 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 

Herbert G. Grey 
Attorney 
4800 SW Griffith Drive. Ste 320 
Beavertoii, OR 97005-8716 

Dated; August .20, 2012 
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Subject: Re; Results of IPO Caucus Deliberations on Waiver of IPO Membership Requirement 
for 2012 Primary Candidates 
From: Linda Williams <linda@llndawllllams.net> 
Date: 6/26/2012 10:52 AM 
To: Salvador Peralta <oregon.properties@vahoo.com> 
CC: Noah Robinson , Independent Partyof Oregon 
<lnfo@lndparty.com> 

Good morning, Noah. The Bylaws of the Independent Party of Oregon have included 
candidate requirements since first adopted and filed with the Secretary of State, Elections 
Division, In 2007. Consistent with the Party's policy allowing cross-nominations, the Bylaws 
have always allowed members to compete and also allowed waiver of the party 
membership requirement for "good cause." I can say this with certainty as I Was primarily 
responsible for drafting the Bylaws. 

i In this cycle the elected 5-person Caucus considered all applications to compete for partisan 
? offices by non-registrants. The criteria included, inter alia, (1) the candidate's completing 
4 and actually answering the queslonnaire, (2) past support for party principles (potentially 
4 illustrated In a variety of ways) and (3) a variety of other factors. The Caucus made each 

decision upon majority vote, so there Is not single "explanation" for any Caucus decision as It 
was the result aggregate result of a vote. We will not discuss Caucus deliberations or 
disclose the names of potential candidates who were not qualified. 

The Republican and Democratic primaries do not allows waiver of party registration. A 
person must have been a registered major party member for 180 days prior to conclusion of 
the filing period. We have endeavored to be more inclusive than that rigid standard. 

Linda K. Williams, Attorney 
10266 S.W. Lancaster Rd 320 S.W. Stark Street 
Portland, OR 97219 Portland, OR 97204 

iinda^libtldaivilliams.net 
503-293-0399 866-795-9415 (toll-free) fax 

Salvador Peralta wrote: 

Noah, 

We have always had a membership requirement for candidates that could be waived for cause: In this 
cycle we did not offer this waiver to any candidate for federal, office. I am confused, as to why you are 
asking for an explanation. My understanding is that your campaign has already received an email from 
the nominating caucus telling you that your application was not approved and that, explained the basis 

lofS 7/2/2013 8:43 AM 
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Sal Peralta 
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From: Noah Robinson 
To: Salvador Peralta <oreaon.DroDerties@vahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 26,2012 8:55 AM 
Subject: Re: Results of IPO Caucus Deliberations on Waiver of IPO Membership 
Requirement for 20.12 Primary Candidates 

Hi Sal, 

I am wondering what the reason for excluding pur race was. Your new procedure, regardless of 
calling it "waiving membership requirements" is obviously designed to allow you to decide who 
will run unless they are a party member (which only a few of the candidates are). 

There must be some reason why your leadership excluded us. Your members seemed happy 
with us last time. 

An explanation would be very much appreciated. 

Excluding all federal races is going to look suspicious to a lot of people, because the CD4 race 
is the one that is most strongly contested. Since we won last year, it certainly looks like an effort 
to keep us off the ballot (excluding DeFazio too doesn't change this). 

Any information you; can provide to clarify this would help. 

Noah 

On 6/25/2012 10:12 PM, Salvador Peralta wrote: 

What is there to discuss? No IPO member sought federal office, and the caucus did not waive 
membership requirements in any federal races this year. 

From: Noah Robinson 
To; Linda Williams <dan@meek.net> 
Co; Salvador Peralta <oreaon.properties@vahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday. June 25,2012 8:55 PM 
Subject: Re: Results of IPO Caucus Deliberations on Waiver of IPO Membership 
Requirement for 2012 Primary Candidates 

Hi. 

I am forwarding this e-maii to you for a third time. 

We would appreciate a response. 1 do not think it speaks well of your party leadership 
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nomination. 

In 2010, Art Robinson was selected by your party members for your nomination. We 
were looking forward to again competing for the nomination and are disappointed that you 
have chosen to block it. 

If you think Art Robinson is unacceptable as a candidate, for your party members, why 
are you obviously so worried about giving them a chance to decide? 

Noah 

On 6/20/2012 4:59 PM, Noah Robinson wrote: 

Hi, 

A copy of my earlier e-mail is enclosed below. 

We would appreciate a response. 

As things stand, we have been barred from participation in your primary vwthout 
explanation, but clearly for reasons unrelated to the goals of your individual party 
members. 

Noah 

On 6/17/2012 8:37 AM, Noah Robinson wrote: 

Hi, 

Could you explain how you came to this decision in our case (Art Robinson for 
4th Congressional District)? 

Obviously your decision to exclude us is not based on the views of your 
individual party members, but rather that of the leadership. In 2010 we were 
accepted without any problems and my Dad (Art Robinson) went on to beat 
DeFazio in the primary election by a wide margin. 

Preventing us from running in 2012, is obviously a decision to prevent us from 
being selected by your members again. 

We were looking forward to again having the opportunity of participating in 
your primary process. I expect we would have again won your nomination if we 
were on your ballot. 

I would very much appreciate a more detailed explanation. 

Best Regards, 

3 of 5 7/2/2013 8:43 AM 



Re: Results of IPO Caucus Deliberations on Waiver of IPO Membe... 

Noah 

Attachment 3 
Response of DeFazio for Congress 

FEC MUR 684|6 

On 6/16/2012 8:31 PM, Linda Williams wrote: 

Thank you for your interest in participating as a candidate for nomination in 
the Independent Party of Oregon (IPO) 2012 Primary Election. Regarding 
your application, the majority of the IPO Caucus did not waive the 
requirement in IPO Bylaws § V.C.(2) that a candidate for partisan office be 
a member of the Independent Party. 

! 
i We will return to you the original uncashed check your campaign provided 
j to us as a filing fee. 

The decisions by IPO Caucus on waiving the IPO Bylaws § V.Ci(2) 
i requirement were based on a number of factors that included: 

• whether answers to the Candidate Questionnaire showed 
fundamental disagreement with the IPO's platform, as affirmed by 
surveys of IPO members; 

• each applicant's past support, or lack of support, of IPO and the 
issues it has pursued in the Oregon Legislature and elsewhere; 

• whether approving the application would create a competitive race 
(favored) in the IPO Primary for the office sought. 

The IPO Caucus approved the applications of every IPO member who 
completed the application process. 

More information about the IPO 2012 Primary Election is available at the 
IPO website. 

f Sincerely, 

Linda Williams 
Co-Chair, Independent Party of Oregon 
503-293-0399 
866-795-9415 fax 
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